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Foreword

Student financial aid has grown substantially in the last 25 years. As a result,
policymakers at the Federal, State, and institution levels have needed information on the
distribution of student financial aid to answer a number of questions. In the past, data
on financial aid have been collected by groups interested in the distribution of aid
amounts to specific student populations, but, with only one exception, no comprehensive
data have been collected cn a nationally representative sample of all postsecondary
students. As a result, many issues could not be addressed. For example, while the
number of undergraduates who received a Pell award in an academic year was known
as well as the number who received a Guaranteed Student Loan, rarely did anyone know
how many received both of these awards. To meet this and other information needs, the
National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) in the Office of Educational Research and
Improvement (OERI), with assistance from other governmental components, launched a
comprehensive study on student financial aid: The 1987 National Postsecondary Student
Aid Study (NPSAS).

This report is one in a series of reports based on NPSAS. The primary purpose of
this one is to provide information to policymakers and interested parties on how different
sources and types of student financial aid are combined to produce a student aid award
or package. For example, the report discusses the proportion of students who received
both a Pell grant and a Guaranteed Student Loan. The wealth of the NPSAS data base
provides an analyst with a large variety of approaches to examine student aid awards.
This report presents three: First, aid awards are examined by the source of aid; second,
by the type of aid; and, third, by a combination of sources and types. We hope this
report will stimulate other to explore alternative approaches to analyzing student aid
awards using the wealth of NPSAS data.

Saruel S. Peng Martin Franke!
Director Chief
Postsecondary Education Special Surveys and

Statistics Division Analysis Branch
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Hightights

Some of the more interesting resulits of this report are presented below. In this report,
aid packages (which consist of one or more aid awards) are described three different
ways: by source, by type, and by a combination of scurces and types. The results listed
below are similarly organized. In examining these results two cautionary notes are
necessary. First, all of the estimates cited are subject to sampling variability. Second,
estimates of tha number of students who recgived aid and the distribution of aided
students among different types of postsecondary institutions are based on postsecondary
enroliment in the fall of 1986 and not that for the entire 1986-87 school year. As a result,
some estimates in this report may differ substantially from numbers in Federal financial
aid program reports, which represent data for the full academic year. Comparisons
between these two data sources sheuld take note of these differences.’

Aided undergraduates

o Slightly less than half (4S percent) of all undergraduates received some form of
student financial aid.

o Students with low family incomes, who attended high cost institutions, were more
likely to e aided than those with high family incomes who attended low cost
institutions.

o Students who attended private, for-profit institutions were more likely to be aided
than those who attended a private, not-for-profit institutions, who, in turn were more
likely to be aided than those who attended public institutions.

Sources of student financial aid

The Federal Government:

o The Federal Governmert was the largest supplier of student financial aid to
undergraduates enrolled in postsecondary institutions in the fall of the 1986-87
academic year. Of all the student financial aid supplied to these undergraduates,
the Federal Government supplied 62 percent.

o Seventy-one percent of aided undergraduates received some Federal aid and 46
percent received aid awards consisting solely of Federal aid.

1 . . . ;
A detailed discussion of the differcnce between the NPSAS data base and other data bases is
found on pp. 119-137 of the repont on Undergraduate Financing of Postsecondary Education, May 1988.
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Similarly, aided undergraduates who attended private, for-profit institutions were
more likely than those who attended public or private, not-for-profit institutions to
receive Federal aid, only, awards.

Postsecondary institutions:

o]

Postsecondary institutions were the second largest suppliers of student financial
aid. Of all the aid awarded to undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986,
postsecondary institutions supplied 21 percent.

Aided undergraduates who attended public or private, not-for-profit institutions
were more likely to receive institutional aid than those who attended private, for-
profit institutions.

Types of student financial aid

Grant aid:

o]

Among the aid received by undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986, slightly less
than 60 percent was in the form of grant aid.

o Among aided undergraduates, 83 percent received grants and slightly more than
one-half received grants, only.

0  Aided undergraduates who attended public institutions were more likely to receive
grant awards, only, than those who attended private institutions.

Loan aid:

0 Aided undergraduates who were loan recipients were more likely to receive some
other type of aid in addition to loans than to rely completely on a loan to help
finance their undergraduate expenses.

0  Among aided undergraduates, a larger proportion of borrowers was found among
those in higher than in lower income brackets.

0  Aided undergraduates who attended private, for-profit institutions were more likely

to receive loans than those who attended public or private, not-for-profit
institutions.

Vi




Sources and types of student financial aid

o)

Thirty-six percent of aided undergraduates received Pell grants in their aid awards.
Five purcent of all aided undergraduates received Pell grants, alone, for an average
award of $1,981 for full-time undergraduates.

Aided undergraduates with low family incomes were more likely to receive Pell
grants, alone, than those with high family incomes.

Aided undergraduates who attended public or private, not-for-profit institutions
were more likely to receive Pell grants, alone, than those who attended private, for-
profit institutions.

Forty-two percent of aided undergraduates received Guaranteed Student Loans
(GSLs). Eleven percent of all aided undergraduates received these aid awards,
alone, for an average GSL of $2,585 for full-time undergraduates.

Lided undergraduates with high family incomes were more likely to borrow GSLs
than those whose family incomes were in the lower income brackets.

Students who attended private, for-profit iristitutions were more likely to borrow
GSLs than those who attended public or private, not-for-profit institutions.

vii
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Chapte. I: An Overview

Purpose

Issues related to financial aid for students enrolled in postsecondary institutions have
been and continue to be the subject of study, analysis, argument and debate. In 1985,
the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) initiated The National Postsecondary
Student Aid Study (NPSAS) to better address these student financial aid issues. The
NPSAS survey collected information for the first time during the 1586-87 school year. (A
more detailed description of this survey is provided in the technical notes section of
appendix A.) Two reports h2':e been released by NCES based on this database. The
first report focused on how undergraduates financed their postsecondary education in

. 198F-87 academic year and the second report focused on graduate and first-
professional students.

This report focuses on the combinations of aid (or aid awards or packages)
undergraduate students received from one or more financial aid programs. One of the
chapters in the first NPSAS report provided information on comibinations of aid to
undergraduates, but this report provides more detail on this important issue. The NPSAS
survey identified a total of 65 different aid programs from which a student could receive
aid. Because the number ot ways these aid programs can be combined to describe
student aid awards is in the millions, useful analysis requires that the programs be
grouped together in meaningful ways.2 Three ways have been chosen for this report;
however, the richness of the NPSAS data base permits a multitude of different analytic
approacles.

Numerous methods have been used to describe aid awards. Nichols (1980) defined them most
narrowly by restricting his exploration to the Campus-Based Aid Program. Smith and Henderson (1977)
were slightly more inclusive than Nichols. They added Pell grants. Stampen and Cabrara (1986a) looked
at grants, icans, and college work-study. Wagner and Tabler (1977) and Olivas (1985) broke out transfer
benefits from grants to use a four category typology. Carroll (1984) used grants and loans but broadened
work to include both work-study and off-campus earnings (non-term-time employment). Stampen and
Cabrara (1986b) grouped aid into three categories based on the extent to which financial need was
demonstrated. The broadest methodology was used by Anderson (1986) when he used grants, loans,
scholarships, college work-study and personal resources (parental contributions and student self-support)
as package components. Packages were also analyzed, by source, by Wagner and Rice (1977) and
Olivas (1985). Both used two components, Federal and non-Federal. Finally, one of the most unique
approaches to constructing packages was proposed by Maw (1987) who used cluster analysis to develop
package components.

1
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Report structure

Chapters 2, 3, and 4 of this report each present a different way of describing the aid
awards that undergraduate students received. Chapter 2 groups aid by source. There
are four sources: Federal, State, institutional (i.e., the postsecondary institution), and
private. Chapter 3 groups aid by type: grants, loans, and work-study. Chapter 4
combines the approaches in the prior two chapters. Chapter 5 provides a summary of
the findings. A glossary is provided at the end of chapter 5. The appendices provide
additional findings or results of the analyses and technical notes on sampling, survey and
item response rates, variable definitions, and standard errors of estimates. In each
chapter the following two questions are addressed:

1. How were the sources and/or types of aid combined to proaiice aid awards?

2. What are the characteristics of the undergraduate students who received these
awards?

Caveats

The data presented in this report are based on & nationally representative sample of
postsecondary students enrolled in the fall of 1986. Since the data are based on a
sample, they are estimates and therefore subject to sampling variability. Because the
sample is of students enrolled in the fall, it does not represent all students enrolled in a
postsecondary institution at all times during the 1986-87 school year.3 This report
focuses on aided undergraduates, only. The tables in each chapter contain information
on the percentage of aided undergraduates who received awards. Information on the
average amount of the awards is found in appendix A.

Some of the estimates presented in this report may differ slightly from estimates
presented in the initial NPSAS report of undergraduate financing of postsecondary
education. There are two reasons for this. First, the NPSAS report was based on a
preliminary data file. The final data file refines some variables and contains additional
variables that are used in this report. Second, in computing average awards, the first
NPSAS report placed undergraduates into one of two groups: a "full-time, full-year"
group; or an "all cther" group. This report places undergraduates into one of three
groups: a "full-time, full-year" group; a "half-time" or more but not full-time" group; or a

3 A detailed discussion of the differences between the NPSAS fall sample database and other data

bases is found on pp. 119-137 of the first NPSAS report: Undergraduate Financing of Postsecondary
Education: A Report of the 1987 National Postsecondary Student Aid Study, May 1988 U.S. Department
of Education, National Center for Education Statistics.
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“less than half-time" group. In this report a student who attended a postsecondary
institution in the fall but not in the spring term would have his or her award multiplied by
two and placed in the "full-time, full-year* group. This procedure has led to slightly larger
average awards than those in the first NPSAS report. While conparisons between
characteristics of students and postsecondary institutions, on the one hand, and student
financial aid awards, on the other hand, are presented in this report, no causal
relationship can be assumed between aid received and any student or institutional
characteristics or behaviors.

Background

At most postsecondary institutions, the student financial aid office coordinates and
distributes student financial aid. This may be a complex task. The office must be
sensitive to the needs of the institution to attract the most qualified students, while at the
same time provide an equitable distribution of its financial aid resources among its needy
students. Furthermore, all the aid its students receive is not directly under institutional
control. Frequently, students bring aid with them when they come to an institution.
Federal aid in the form of Pell Grants and Guaranteed Student Loans, now called
Stafford Loans, some forms of State aid, and aid from private employers are examples
of the aid which students may bring with them to the campus. The student financial aid
office is further limited by the aid provider in how it distributes aid. For example, the
Federal Government typically requires that the aid recipient attend school at least half-
time, make satisfactory progress in his or her course of study, receive no more than
legislated maximum amounts for an individual program, and demonstrate a financial need.

To calculate a student's financial need, the institution’s financial aid office must account
for the student’s room and board costs as well as the costs of books, supplies,
transportation, and personal expenses. In addition, the procedure takes into account
what the family is expected to contribute to the financing of school expenses. Both the
calculation of school expenses and the expected family contribution must take into
consideration unique student financial circumstances. Out of this milieu of goals,
constraints, and considerations, the institution’s financial aid office then constructs an aid
award, or package, for each individual student in need of one.

Each institution may be expected to allocate its financial aid resources to best rieet
the financial needs of its students. Yet, when examining the distribution of aid to
undergraduates at many different institutions, the patterns of aid distribution which
emerge may suggest otherwise. This is to be expected. Different institutions have at
their disposal different forms and amounts of financial aid and different institutions attract
students with differing personal resources and differing amounts of aid which they bring
to campus with them. For example, private, not-for-profit institutions have more
institutional aid available for their students than other institutions, while public institutions
have a greater proportion of students who bring aid with them from private sources, such
as employers. For these reasons, it is inappropriate to assume that the distributions
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presented in this report refiect the distribution of aid at any one institution.

Table 1.1 puts the findings on sided undergraduates into the larger context of all

undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986.

It presents the proportion of all

undergraduates who received any financial aid in the 1986-87 school year by the student
characteristics that are used throughout the report.

Table l.1--Vadergraduates emrolled in the fall of 1986
scadenic yoar and celected otwdsat and testd

by aid etatus for the 1906.87
tutional characteristic

ala08 Alded
Dependency stetus, Nuaber under- Selected inetitutional Number under-
cost of ettendance (in reduates and etudent (in reduates
ond femily income thous.) ,”relﬂt) charectarietic thous.) (purceat)
sotal 11,183 45.6 Totel 11,185 43.6
Dependent gtudents 7,048 47.8 Control of inetitution
Low coet: Public 8,558 41,4
Lovw femily income 960 56.9 Private, not-for-profit 2,026 68.1
Medien femily income 1,306 38.4 Private, for-profic 602 85.0
Bigh faamily income 1,678 21.3
Attendence stetus
High coet: Full-time 6,960 60,3
fanily income (131 8.6 Ralf-time or more 2,209 38.3
Medien femily income 884 73.1 Less than half-.time 2,017 19.1
High femily income 1,553 48.4 as
®
Independent etudents L/ 4,138 49.9 23 or younger 6,75 52.9
Low coet: i ’ 2029 T8 1,880 45.5
Lov femily {ncome 690 59.4 30 or older 2,551 39.4
Medien femily income 729 $5.2
Bigh femily income 1,738 28.4 Acedenic level
Contect hour ss8 69,3
High cost: Treshman 3,643 50.1
family income 310 87.4 Sophomore 2,814 46.4
Medien femily fncome 33¢ 8.4 Junior 1,769 $0.5
High femily income 325 57.4 Senior 2,599 43,0
Grede point eversge 2/
2.3 g: less 2 2,461 45.3
2.4-2.8 1,546 48.8
2.9-3.3 2,146 47.4
3.4-4.0 1,564 46,5

/ Detalle Jo not ¢dd to totel beceuse of t Jeing values.
| Perteine to credit-hour undergredustes onmly.

NOTE: Percenteges ere based on undupliceted counts of eided undor,ndunu; They do not
edd to totel eince eech percentege is based

selected charscteristic.

rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment of Rducetion, National Center for Rducetion Stetietice, 1987
Bational Postsecondexy Student Add Studv

on the number of ei

ed undergreduates vith the

Deteils on the number of studente may not edd to total due to

As can be seen from this table, slightly less than one-half (49 percent) of all
undergraduates who were enrolled in the fall of 1986 received some form of financial aid
during the 1986-87 academic year. Undergraduates from low income families were more
likely to receive aid than those from high income families. Those who attended a high-
cost institution were more likely to receive aid than those who attended a low-cost
institution, controlling for level of family income. Undergraduates who attended a private,
for-profit institution were more likely to receive aid than those who attended a public
institution (85 versus 41 percent, respectively). Full-time undergraduates were more likely
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than those who attended less than half-time to receive some form of financial aid (60
versus 19 percent, respectively) and contact-hour students were more likely than credit-
hour students to receive firancial aid. Finally, receiving financial aid seems to be
unvelated to the grade point average these students earned.
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Chapter II: Aid Awards by Source of Aid

Background

There are four sources of student financial aid: Federal, State*, institutional, and
private. Postsecondary institutions are the institutional source. As figure 2.1 indicates,
of all the aid awarded to underg:aduates enrolled in postsecondary institutions in the fall
of 1986, the Federal Government was the largest supplier, furnishing 62 percent of all
funds, with institutions providing 21 percent, States 11 percent, and private sources about
6 percent.

This pattern has existed over the past decade. The Federal government has been
the largest supplier of student financial aid since the 1965-66 academic year.5

How sources cf aid were combined

Althouigh there are but four sources of aid, one of the most striking aspects of aid
awards is that these sources are not frequently combined. Close to 60 percent of all
aided undergraduates received an award stemming from one source alone. Only 11
percent of aided undergraduates received an award combining three or more sources
(table 2.1).

Because the Fedaral Government was the dominant supplier of financial aid, it's not
surprising to find that more undergraduates relied on this source of aid than any other.
Seventy-one percent of aided undergraduates received some Federal aid, and 32 percent
receivac’ unly Federal aid (table 2.1). The Federal aid, only, award was the largest of all
single-source packages ($3,414).

States provide sizeable amounts of aid to public institutions enabling them to charge lower
tuitions than private institutions. While these amounts may be thought of as financial aid to all students
who attend these institutions, they are not usually included in a discussion of student financial aid and
will be excluded from the discussion here.

S For data on trends in sources of student financial aid since the 1963-64 academic year, see the
College Board series of publications, Trends in Student Financial Aid. However, these publications do not
separate Sources of funds by education level, undergraduate, graduate, and first-professional, and they
do not provide data on private sources.
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Figure 2.1--Contributions of the four
sources of aid

Federal
62%

Private
6%

State Institution
1% 21%

SOURCE: The 1987 National Postseconcary
Student Ald Study
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Table 2.1--A'ded wadergradustes sarolled in the fall of 1986 who were awarded sid for the 1986-87
scadenic yoar, by smmber of sources of aid snd source of aid }| /

Average avard

Ruaber Ald avard b{ Alded for full-time aided
of eources source of aid undergraduates undergraduates 2/
Nuaber (In thoueande) 3,431
Percent
Ons All eimgle-source awarde 38.1
Federal ouly 32.4 §$3,41a
Inetitutional only 15.2 2,133
Private only 7.7 2,605
State only 2.8 1,333
Two 4ll two-eowrce swarde 30.3
Pedersl and state only 16.4 3,928
Pederal and institutionsl only 9.0 5,79
Pederal and private only 2.2 4,792
Inetitutionsl and private only 1.5 3,963
State and inetitutionsl only 1.0 3,589
State and private only 0.2 3,307
Three All thres-source awarde 10.9
Pederal, state, and inetitviional only 6.9 6,706
Pederal, state, and private only 1.6 4,886
Pederal, inetitutionsl, and private only 1.3 7,442
State, inetitutional, snd private only 0.2 5,731
Tour Pederal, State, institutiomsl, and priwate 1.4 8,156

ercentages vill not sum to 100 because eome sided undergraduates 4id not report their source of ald.
!l See Appendixz B for a discuseion of students included in each sttendance status.

NOTE: The percentages are based on unduplicated counts of sided undergraduates.

SOURCK: U. 8. Department of Rducation, Nationsl Center for Rducation Statistice,
1287 Nationsl Postsecondary Student Ald Study.

Institutions provided 21 percent of the aid received, and supported 36 percent of aided
undergraduates (table 2.1). About half of the undergraduates who received institutional
aid, recsived it alone.

States were the third largest suppliers of student financial aid. Despite the fact that
roughly one-third (31 percent) of aided undergraduates received State aid (table 2.1),
very few (3 percent) relied on it as their only source. Hence, State aid was much more
likely to be combined with aid from other sources, especially Federal aid, than awarded
by itself.

Private sources supplied only 6 percent of all the aid awarded. It went to 16 percent
of aided students, about half (49 percent) of whom received an award consisting solely
of private aid (table 2.1). The average private aid, only, award was similar in amount to
the average institutional aid award and larger than the average State aid, only, award.

Components of multiple-source awards
Table 2.2 examines tha three most commonly held multiple-source aid awards: Federal

and State, only; Federal and institutional, only; and Federal, State, and institutional, only
awards. In each of these three multiple-source awards the Federal component was the
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largest, ranging from a high of 70 percent of all aid on average to slightly less than 50
percent of all aid.

Table 2.2 also indicates that the amounts representing each of the components varied
by control of the postsecondary institution. The Federal component of the Federal and
State aid, only, award was largest at public institutions. The institutional compornt of
the Federal and institutional aid, only, award was largest for undergraduates at | .ivate,
not-for-profit institutions.

012 2.2--Average aid svard sad composition of three mltiple-source aid avarde swarded to full-:.me
wadergraduates eurolled in the fall of 1986 vho roceived aid for the 1986-87 acsdemic yoar, by
esoutrol of institutioca

Yederal and Fedaral, state
Pederal and State only inetitutional only and {netitutional only
Control Fercent Fercent rercent
of Average Aversge Average
inetitution amount* Yedersl 3tate emount* Tedersl Ynet. amountt* redaral 3Stata Inet.
Total LE8 )i 9.5 30.1 ¥5,793 59.0 41.0 3,758 &s.9 k.8 20.7
Control
Public 3,466 73.9 26.1 4,184 8.9 31.1 4,664 56.6 19.9 23.4
Private,
not-for-profit 5,151 61,3 38.7 6,986 54.3 45.7 7,679 44,1 26.2 29.8
Private,
for-profit 6,095 62.4 37.6 6,574 63.1 36.9 -- - -- -

¥ Avetage amounte are lor alded full-time undergraduatee. Avard amounte for undor!uduuu vho raportad
that they were enrolled full-time for the fall tars only were included b{ sultiplying thair avar
amounte tvo. Thie procedure may represent sn under-or over-eetimate for thoee etudents vho stzended
public, for-profit inetitutione which are not typically on s tersme eyetam.

-+ Too few casee for a relisdle eetimate.

SOURCE: U.8. NE“M‘ of Rducation, Nationsl Centar for Rducstion Statietice,

The Federal aid, only, recipients

Thirty-two percent of aided undergraduates received federal aid, only, in an amount
averaging $ 3,414 (table 2.1). Legislation requires that Federal student financial aid be
directed to nee.y students. Table 2.3 indicates that undergraduates who only received
Federal aid were more likely to be those trom families with low than high family incomes.
(The exception to this is independent students attending high cost institutions.) Aided
undergraduates who attended private, for-profit institutions were more likely to receive
only Federal aid than those who attended other types of institutions, Aided
undergraduates who attended private, not-for-profit institutions were least likely to receive

ich an award (table 2.3).

Aided undergraduates enrolled half-time or more, but not full-time, were about as likely

to be awarded Federal aid, only, as full-time students (table 2.3) were. The age group
most likely to receive Federal aid, only, was the 24- to 29-year-old group. Independent
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students were more likely than dependent students to receive such an award (40 versus
28 percent, respectively). Among credit-hour students, those with the lowest grade point
averages (GPA) were more likely to receive Federal aid, only, than those with the highest
GPA. (Appandix A contairis tables with additional information to that provided in the text.
For example, tables A2.1a-A2.5 contain information on average award amounts, tis
distribution of awards by institution level, attendance status, academic level, sex, and
race/ethnicity.)

Table 2.3--Alded -lniruuno enrolled im the fall of 1986 who were ewarded Federel
atd, only, for the 1986-87 acedemic yoar by selected etwient snd imstitutional

eharacterietic
Dependency etetus, Ruaber rederel Selected inetitutional wumber TYederel
coet of attendence, (1n eid only snd student (in  eid only
ond femily income thous.) (percent) charecteristic thous.) (percent)
Totel 3,431 32.4 Totel 3,431 32.4
Dependent students 3,367 28.0 | Control of inetitution
Low coet: Public 3,540 32.5
Lov family income }/ 547 3.1 Private, mt-!or-zrou: 1,380 15.0
Nedium femily income S0l 30.1 Private, for-profit 11 78.1
Righ femily income 387 24.9
Attendance statue
Righ coet: Full-time 4,200 33.1
fanily income 563 31.5 Bslf-time or more 845 38.2
Medium femily income 647 24.3 Less than half-time 386 11.7
Righ femily income 752 25.0
(]
Indepondent etudents 2/ 2,064 39.5 23 or younger 3,571 29.8
Low coet: 24-29 855 43.1
Lov femily income 409 42,9 30 or older 1,004 32.4
Nedium femily income 402 ‘1.1
Righ family incowe 494 28.4 | Crede point everege 3/
2.3 02 less 1,118 34.8
Righ coat: 2.4-2.8 754 29.9
family income 271 42.1 2.9-3.3 1,016 28.3
Medium femily income 297 47.1 3.4-4.0 718 22.7
Righ family income 186 41.3

coet re

eTe to studen attendence costs lece
undergraduatee of $4,523.

Tepor )

The three income ranges for dependent students ere: less
than §18,641, $18,641 to $36,076, end more than $36,07¢. For independent students
theee renges ere: less than ‘s.oil. $5,028 to $15,76¢9, end more than $15,469. See
Appondix B for a more detailed discussion.

/ Details do not add to total bdecause of miseing values.
| Pertaine to credit-hour undergraduates only.

NOTE: Percentages ere dased on undupliceted counts of sided nndor!udunu They do
not edd to totel eince eech percentege ie besed on the number of eided undergraduates
with the selected charecteristic. Detsile of the number of students may not add to
totel due to rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment of Bducetion, Mational Center for Educstion Statistics,

The institutional aid, only, recipients

Fifteen percent of aided undergraduates received aid from institutions, only, in an
amount averaging $2,133 (table 2.1). The characteristics of these aid recipients were very
different from those who received only Federal aid (table 2.3). Aided undergraduates
from families in the highest income bracket were more likely to receive this type of award
than those from families in the lowest income bracket. Aided students who attended
public or a private, not-for-profit institutions were more likely to receive this award than
those who attended private, for-profit institutions. Students who received only Federal aid
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or only institutional aid differed in attendance status. The Federal aid, only, recipients
were most likely to attend school half-ime or more while the institutional aid, only,
recipients were most likely to be enrolled less than half-time. Finally, aided
undergraduates with the highest grade point averages were more likely to receive
institional aid, only, awards than those with the lowest GPAs.

Teble 2.4--dided undergraduates emrolled 1a the fall of 1986 eho were swarded
imstitetiocnal aid, ouly, for the 1986-87 acadenic yoar by selected etudant
and imstitutiomal charssteristic

Depéndency status, Wuabar Inetit. Selected inetitutional wWumber Inetit.

cost of attendance, (in sid only and etudent (in  aid only
and fanily income thous.) (perceat) characterietic thous.) (percent)
Total 3,431 3.2 Total 3,431 15.2
Dependent gtudente 3,367 18.4 | Control of iastitution
Low coet: Public 3,540 17.0
Low fanily income S47 14.1 Private, u:-!or-zrout 1,380 15.6
Medium family income S0l 23.8 Private, for-profitc si1 2.3
Migh family income 387 37.4
Attendance status
Bigh coet: Tull-time 4,200 13.3
fanily income Sés 6.6 Balf-time or more 84S 15.9
Medium family income 647 10.6 Less than half-time s8¢ 34.6
Bigh family income 752 24.7
Age
Independent students )/ 2,064 10.0 23 or younger 3,571 16.0
Low coet: 24-29 85S 12,5
Lov family income 409 7.2 30 or older 1,004 14.9
Medium fanmily income 402 9.8
Bigh family income 494 18.2 | Grade point aversge 2/
2.3 or lees 1,118 12.3
Bigh coet: 2.4-2.8 754 13.7
fanily income 271 3.8 2.9-3.3 1,016 18.7
Medium farily income 297 3.1 3.4-4.0 718 21.1
Bigh family income 186 14.2

taile do not add to total because of missing values.
| Pertaine to credit-bour undergraduates only.

NOTK: Percentages are based on unduplicated counte of aided \mdor!ud\unu they do
not add to totsl eince each percentsge 1s based on the number of aided undergraduates

vith the selected charscteristic. Detaile of the number of students may not add to
total due to rounding.

SOURCE: U.$. Department of Zducation, Nationsl Center for Xducation Statietice,

The private aid, only, recipients

Eight percent of aided undergraduates received awards, from private sources, in
annual amounts averaging which had an $2,005 (table 2.1). The characteristics of those
aided undergraduates who received private aid awards were very similar to those who
received the institutional aid, only, awards (table 2.4).

Alded undergraduates from families in the highest family income bracket were more
likely to receive the private aid, only, award than those from families in the lowest income
bracket (table 2.5). Those aided undergraduates who attended public or private, not-for-
profit institutions were more likely to receive this type of award than those who attended
private, for-profit institutions. Like those who received only institutional aid, these
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recipients were more likely to receive private aid if they attencied less than half-time than
if they attended either full-time, or half-time, or more. Finally, those with high grade point
averages were more likely to receive this award than those with a low GPAs.

Table 2.5--Aided wadergradwates emrolled ia the fall of 1986 who were sverded
m‘u aid, oaly, for the 1986-87 scadenic year by selected etudent and
titutionsl eharacteristic

Dependency etstue, Wumber TEivate Selected Inetitutlonal Wuaber Frivate

coet of ettendance, {1in aid only and etudent (in  aid only
and family income thoue.) (percent) characterietic thoue.) (percent)
Total J4e31 Tl soxal 3,431 T
Dependent etudente 3,367 5.3 | Control of inetitution
Low coet: Public 3,540 8.9
Low family income 547 5.8 Private, ub“'-{“!u 1,380 6.6
hediuve family income sol 7.9 Private, for-profitc s1l 1.8
Bigh family income 387 12.7
Attendance etatue
Eigh coet: Full-tine 4,200 3.6
family income 563 1.3 Balf-time or more 845 12.2
Medium family income 647 2,6 Leee than half-time 386 42,0
Bigh family income 782 4.9
Age
Independent etudente 1/ 2,064 11.6 23 or younger 3,571 4.1
Low coct: 24-29 855 10.0
Low family income 409 4.2 30 or older 1,004 18.2
Medium femily income 402 4.9
Bigh family income 494 34.2 | Grade poant average 2/
2.3 or leee 1,118 5.0
High coet: 2.4-2.8 754 5.2
family income 271 1.7 2.9-3.3 1,016 9.2
Mediuvm family income 297 2.3 3.44.0 718 15.5
Bigh family income 186 11.4

taile do not add to total because of mieeing valuee.
/ Pertaine to credit-hour undergradustee omly.

NOTE: Percentagee are based on unduplicated counte of sided undergraduatee; they do
ot add to total eince each percentage ie based on the number o’ aided undergraduatee
with the eelected characterietic. Detsile of the number of etudente way not add to
total due to rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Rducation, Mstional Center for Rducation Statietice,

Recipients of private aid, only, differed from those who received only institutional aid
in terms of dependency status and age. Dependent students were more likely to receive
only institutional aid whereas independent students were more likely to receive only
private aid. Age was not related to receipt of an institutional aid, only, award but those
in the oldest age group were more likely to receive private aid, only, awards than those
in the younger age groups.

The State aid, only, recipients

The average amount of a State aid, only, award was $1,333 for the 3 percent of aided
undergraduates who received one (table 2.1). State aid was much more likely to be
combined with aid from other sources than to be awarded alone. It also tended to be
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evenly distributed among aided undergraduates, regardless of student characteristics.

The Combined Federal and State aid, only, recipients

The 16 percent of aided undergraduates who were awarded a combination of Federal
and State received $3,928 on average (table 2.1). Because the Federal component in this
award represents, an average, 70 percent of the aid (table 2.2), its distribution among
aided undergraduates is expected to be similar to the distribution of the Federal aid, only,
award. Indeed, this is the case with respect to family income, attendance status, and
grade point average. Unlike the Federal aid, only, award, however, aided undergraduates
who attended public institutions were more likely than those who attended private, for-
profit institutions to receive a combined Federal and State award.

Table 2.6--Atded nndlrtr.luntoo enrolled in the fall of 1986 who werm avarded Federsl
aad State sid, omly, for the 1986-87 academic year, by emlected etudmnt and
institutional charactarietic

Yederal Yadersl
Dependency status, Number & State Selected institutionsl WNumber & State
cost of attendsnce, (in only and student (in only
and family income thous.) (percent) characteristic thous.) (percent)
Total 3,431 16.4 Total 5,631 16.4
Dependent gtudents 3,367 15.5 | Control of institution
Lov cost: Public 3,540 19.5
Lov family income 547 25.5 P ivate, not-for-profit 1,380 10.7
Mediua fsmily income 501 17.5 Privste, for-profit S11 10.5
High family income 357 5.5
Attendance ststus
Bigh cost: Full-time 4,200 18.4
v family incoms 563 22.3 HBslf-time or more 845 13.7
Medium family income 647 15.7 Less thsn hslf-time 386 0.1
High femily income 752 6.1
Ags
Independent students )/ 2,064 18.0 '23 or younger 3.571 16.6
Lov cost: 24-29 855 15.7
Lov family income 409 26.2 30 or older 1,004 16.3
Medium family income 402 24.3
Bigh family income 494 4.3 | Grsde point sversge 2/
2.3 or isss 1,118 21.5
High cost: 2.4-2.9 754 19.9
fanily income 271 24.0 2.9-3.3 1,016 15.3
Medium family income 297 21.4 3.4-4.0 718 e.5
Bigh femily inccue 186 8.5

I Detalle d6 not add to total becsuse of mlssing v:lues.
/| Pertsins to credit-hour undergrsdustes only.

NOTK: Percentsges sre based on unduplicated counts of sided undor!rldulton; they do
not add to totsl since each percentage 1s based on the number of sided undergrasdustes
vith the selected charscteristic. Details of the number of students may not sdd to
totsl due to rounding.

SOURCK: U.S. Departsent of EKducation, Nstionsl Center for Educstion Ststistics,

1987 Nestional Postsecondary Student Aid Study.

The Federal and institutional aid, only, recipients

The average amount of aid *: 2t aided full-time undergraduates received for this type




of award was $5,794; nine percent of aided undergraduates received one (table 2.1).
This amount was the largest of the two-source aid awards. As table 2.2 indicates, on
average, 60 percent of the aid in this award came from the Federal Government and 40
percent came from postsecondary institutions. The average size of this award, and the
fairly substantial institutional aid component, suggest that those who attended high cost
private, not-for-profit institutions would be its primary recipients. This conjecture is
supported by the data in table 2.7. Students at these institutions were more likely to
raceive & combination of Federal and institutional aid than those who attended the other
two types of institutions. Full-time students were more likely to receive this award than
those who attended less than full time. Aided undergraduates in the youngest age group
were more likely to receive a combination of Federal and institutional aid than those in the
older age groups. Finally, since we have seen that the Federal aid, only, and the
institutional aid, only, awards were distributed in dissimilar wuays across income brackets,
it is not surprising to find that this award was approximately evenly distributed across
income groups.

Table 2.7--Aided undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986 who were awarded Federal
and institutiocmal aid, only, for the 1986-87 academic year by eelected etudent
snd imstitutiosal :haracteristic

Yederal Yederal
Dependency status, Number & {net. Selected institutional Number & inest.
cost of attsndance, (in only and student (in only
and fanily income thous.) (percent) characteristic thous.) (percsnt)
Totel 5,431 9.0 Total 3,431 9.0
Dependenc stu’ents 3,367 10,0 | Control of institution
Lov cost: Pubtl'ec 3,540 6.3
Lov family income 547 5.8 Private, not-for-profit 1,380 18.1
Mediuam family income s01 6.7 Private, !or-pro!zz sl 3.1
High family income 387 4.0
Attendance status
High cost: Full-time 4,200 10,2
family income 3 11.2 Nelf-time or more 84S 6.7
Medium family income 647 13.4 Less than half-time 386 0.7
Bigh fanily income 752 15.7
(]
Independent students 1/ 2,064 7.4 23 or younger 3,571 10.7
Low cost: 24-29 855 6.5
Lov family income 409 7.9 30 or older 1,004 S.2
Medium family income 402 7.8
High fanily income 494 3.7 | Grade point average 2/
2.3 or less 1,115 9.3
High cost: 2.4-2.8 754 10.2
v fasily income 271 9.6 2,9-3.3 1,016 9.8
Medium femily income 297 9.7 3.4-4.0 718 9.3
High family income 186 8.1

! Details do not add to total because ol missing values.
| Pertains to credit-hour undergraduates only.

NOTE: Percentages are based on unduplicated counts of aided undergreduates; they do
not add to total since each percentage is based on the number of eided undergraduates
with the selected characteristic. Details of the number of students may not edd to
total due to rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Natiomal Center for Education Statistics,
tudy.
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The Federal, State, ai:J institutional aid, only, recipients

Aided undergraduates who received this award (7 percent) received $6,706 on
average. The Federal component of this award was slightly less than 50 percent, on
average (table 2.2), with the other two componenits contributing roughly one-fourth each.
The average size of the award, along with the presence of an institutional aid component,
again suggest that aided undergraduates who attended private, not-for-profit institutions
would be its most likely recipients. Indeed, the data in table 2.8 indicate that these
students were more likely to receive this type of award than those at the other two types
of institutions. Traditional students (those in the youngest age group and those who
attended full time) were more likely than their courterparts to receive an award that
combined Federal, State, and institutional aid, only. Finally, this type of award seems to
be evenly distributed across grade point averages, but more likely to be received by
students from families in the low than high income brackets.

Teble 2.8--Alded undergreduates enro)led im the fell of 1986 who were ewarded Federel,
State, and institutional eid, omnly, for the 1985-87 ecademic year by selected
otudent end imstitutional characterietic

Yederel, “Yederal,
Stete & State &
Dependency etatus, Number inetit. Selected {netitutional Number {inetit.
cost of attendsnce, (in only end student (in only
and family income thous.) (percent) characteristic thous.) (percent)
Total 3,431 [ T3 2 Total 3,831 .9
Dependent students 3,367 8.6 Control of inetitution
Lov coet: Pudblic 3,540 3.7
Lov family {ncome 547 5.0 Private, not-for-profit 1,380 17.3
Medium family {ncome 501 3.0 Private, for-profit S11 0.6
High family {ncome 387 1.3
Attandence etatus
High cost: full-time 4,200 8.2
v fanily {ncome 563 14.8 Half-time Or wore 845 2.6
Medium family {ncome 67 16.5 Less than half-time 386 1.3
Bigh family income 752 .9
age
Independent etudente }/ 2,064 4.0 '23 or younger 3,571 8.8
Lov coet: 24-29 855 3.4
Lov family income 409 3.5 30 or older 1,064 2.8
Medium family {ncome 402 3.2
Bigh family income 494 1.1 | Grede point average 2/
2.3 or less 1,115 7.0
Bigh cost: 2,4-2,8 754 9.0
v family income 271 7.8 2.9-3.3 1,016 8.5
Medium family income 297 7.5 3.64-4,0 718 6.0
Bigh family income 186 4.2

/ Datails do not add to totsl beceuse of miseing velues.
| Pertaine to credit-hour undergraduates only.

NOTK: Percentages are based on undupliceted counts of eided undergradustes; they do
not edd to totsl since each percentege is based on the number of sided undergradustes
with the selected characteristic. Details of the number of students may not add to
total due to rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nstionsl Center for Rducation Statistice,
] nal y Study.
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Chapter lil: Aid Awards By Type Of Aid

Background

In this chapter, student financial aid is grouped into three categories by type of aid:
grants, loans, and work-study. These three groups of aid include a wide variety of more
specific types of aid. Grants include scholarships, tuition wavers, and fellowships. Work-
study includes employment received through the campus Office of Student Financial Aid,
but excludes work which the student obtained on his or her own initiative. The Federal
work-study program, which is by far the largest work-study program, subsidized the
student's wages up to 80 percent in the 1986-87 academic year. Historically, the jobs
available to students have been primarily on campus and associated with work for a
nonprofit organization. Only recently has the Federal work-study program been extended
to students who are enrolled in private, for-profit postsecondary institutions. Teaching
and research assistantships also are included in the work-study category.

The estimated proportions of total aid provided to these aided undergraduates enrolled
in the fall of 1986, through these three types of aid, were 56.7 percent in grants, 37.0
percent in loans, and 6.3 percent in work-study (figure 3.1).6

Figure 3.1--Percentage of total student
tinancial aid, by type of aid

Work-study

Loans
k<id 3

Grants
57%

SOURCE The 987 Netionsl Postseoondery
Student Ald Siudy

6 A somewhat different picture of the distribution of thesa three types of aid and how the distribution
has changed in recent years may be obtained from College Board publications. As mentioned previousiy,
the College Board data are not broken out by level of education and exclude private aid sources (which
for undergraduates consists primarily of grant aid). Nonetheless, these data suggest that for all
postsecondary students, grant aid, as a proportion of all aid, has declined steadily between the 1975-76
and 1984-85 academic years. Since then, it has leveled off. Loan aid increased steadily between the
1975-76 and 1984-85 academic years. Since that period, it has leveled off also. Work-study aid has
always been a small and relatively constant portion of total aid.
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How types of aid were combined

Just as undergraduates were more likely to receive a single-source aid award than a
multiple-source aid award, they were also more likely to receive a single-type aid award
than a multiple-type aid award. Fifty-nine percent of aided undergraduates received only
one type of aid in their award (table 3.1). The most common single-type aid award was
the grant, only, award, which went to 43 percent of aided undergraduates. Among
undergraduates who received a grant, 52 percent received only a grant; 48 percent
received a grant in combination with another type of aid. The average award for full-time
undergraduates who received a grant alone was $2,456. When grants were combined
with other types of aid, the total average award was larger.

Table 3.1--Aided uadargradustes enrolled in the £all of 1986 who were awerded aid for
the 1986-87 scademic year, by the number of typee of sid and sid sward

Average svard Inr
Nusber Aid avarde Alded full-time aide.
of types by type of aid undergraduates undergraduates

ALl sided undergraduates S, 431

Oone Total
Grante only . $2,456
Loans only . 2,793
Vork-etudy only . 1,652

Total .
GCrante and losns only . 5,343
Grante and vork-study only . 4,583
Loane and vork-study only . 4,114
Three Craate, loans, amd work-etudy . 7,207

WOTT: Percentages are based on undupiicated counte of sided undergraduates.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Rducation, National Center for Education Statistice,
1987 Netionsl Eg“ggggnﬂgn Studept Aid Study.

Undergraduates who borrowed were more likely to receive a loan in combination with
some other type of aid than to have a loan as the only type of aid they received. Of the
50 percent of aided undergraduates who borrowed, one-fourth (27.5 percent) relied on
loans alone; and three-fcurths relied on loans in combination with other types of aid, the
most frequent combination being grant aid (table 3.1). Loans were much more likely to
be combined with grants than with work-study. The average loan, only, award was
$2,793, while the average loan and grant combination award was $4,583 for full-time,
aided undergraduates.

Only 16 percent of aided undergraduates received work-study aid. Of these, the vast
majority received work-study aid in combination with othar types of aid. Seventeen
percent of those who received work-study relied on it alone while 83 percent had their
work-study combined with another form of aid. Undergraduates who received work-study
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were much more likely to have it combined with grant aid than with loan aid, although the
proportion receiving grant and work study aid was small (4.5 percent).

Components of multiple-type aid awards

Of the various awards consisting of more than one type of aid, by fzi the most
common was the grant and loan combination (table 3.1). it was held by 28 percent of
aided undergraduates and had an average value of $5,343 for full-time undergraduates.
The next most common were the grant, loan, and work-study combination (average value,
$7,287) and the grants and work-study combination (average value, $4,583), held by 8
and 4 percent of aided undergraduates, respectively. One percent of aided
undergraduates held the loan and work-study combination. Multiple-type awards
averaged at least a thousand dollars more than single-type aid awards.

The proportions of grants and loans were equal (50 percent for each component) for
all full-time undergraduates who were awarded such a combination, but they varied
according to the type of institution the student attended (table 3.2). Undergraduates at
private, not-for-profit institutions had a larger proportion of grants (58 percent) than loans
(42 percent) in their awards. The opposite was the case for undergraduates at the
private, for-profit institutions (42 percent grants and 58 percent loans, on average).

Table 3.2--Ths aversge smwounts sad porcentsge diatridution of aingla-type componsnts of multipla-typs avarda to full-time
sided undsrgraduates, by avard and control of the inatitution

Loan sod work-atudy  Grant end work-atudy Grant sod losn Grant, loan § work-
avard award avard atudy sward
Coantrol of Tomponents Componsnts Cosponenta Componenta
inatitution
Aversge work-  Avarags Work- Averaga Avarags Vork-
amount  loans astudy amount Crant atudy aesount GCrant Loen amount  Grant Lloan atudy
Total .11 $3.3  34&.> 84,583 87.2 3.9 3,347 350.% 43.)3 ¥7.287 S0.¥% 33.% 13.3
Control
Public 3,993 60.8 39.2 3,937 62.0 38.0 4,312 4000 52.0 5,429 40.8 30.1 21.1
Privats,
sot-for-profit 4,030 70.0 0.0 6,276 76.0 2¢ .0 6.575 S51.7 42.2 8,033 56.4 3i.l 12.5
Privats
tor-rrofu -- -- -- -- .- .- 6,087 42.2 57.8 .- -- - -

=~ To0 Iev cadena TOT & rallabls satlmets.
NOT8: Percents ars based on unduplicated counta of aided undargradustas.

SOURCS: U. S, Department of Sducation, Centar for Rducation Statiatics,

Among all those who were awarded a combination of grants, loans, and work-study
awards, grants made up one-half (51 percent) of the award amount, loans made up one-
third (34 percent) and work-study one-sixth (16 percent) (table 3.2). Undergraduates who
attended public institutions and received this award, had a smaller proportion of grants
in their packages (41 percent) and a larger proportion of loans and work-study. The
opposite was the case for undergraduates who attended private, not-for-profit institutions.
They received a slightly larger grants component and slightly smaller loans and work-
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study components.

Because the overall proportion of work-study aid was much smaller than the proportion
of grent aid, it is not surprising to find that the work-study component of the combined
grant and work-study award was also smaller. Grants made up two-thirds of these
awards (table 3.3). For stuc'~nts who attended public institutions and received this
package, grants made up slig: w./ less than two-thirds of it, while they made up more than
two-thirds for undergraduates at private, not-for-profit institutions.

Characteristics of recioient

The grant aid, only, recipients

These recipients represented 43 percent of all aided undergraduates. The full-time
undergraduates among them received, on average, an award of $2,456 (table 3.2). Grant
aid is often thought of as being targeted to the most needy students, with loan and work-
study aid used to supplement grant aid, if necessary.7 Such does not seem to be the
case for aided undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986. For independent students and
dopendent students who attended high cost institutions, the proportion of those who
roceived grant aid, only, was greater among high family income students than low family
ircome students (table 3.3). if one expected a larger proportion of grant aid to be
awarded to students from low income families than middle income families (or more
middle income families than high income families), then this is surprising news. However,
if one were to consider that there are four sources of grant aid (see chapter Il), this
comes as less surprising. As we have seen from the previous chapter, aided
undergraduates from high income families are more likely to receive institutional and
private aid thar: those from low income families. (See appendix C for a listing of all 31
aid combinations, using the chapter IV categorization scheme, that make up the grants,
only, award addressed in this chapter.)

7 See, for example, Hartman, 1978.
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Table 3.3--Atded wdergraduates sarolled im the fall of 1986 vho were awarded gramte
gy. fo-l . 1906-87 scadenic year, by selected studeat and imstitutioma
ract._letie

Dependency statue, Tusber Grant Yelected inetitutional Wumber  Grent
cost of attendence, (in oid oaly ond student (in oid only
ond family income thous.) (percent) charscteriotic thous.) (percent)
Total 3,431 43.0 Totel 5,431 43.0
Dependent students 3,367 40.4 | control of inetitution
Lov coet: Public 3,540 50.3
Low femily income 47 $8.0 Privste, not-!or-{rofu 1,380 34,2
Medium family income s01 8.8 Private, for-profit sl1 16.2
Righ fesily incose 357 $S.4
Attendance stetus
Bigh coet: Full-time 4,200 36.8
fanily income 563 28.6 Balf-time Or more 845 $4.2
Medium family income 647 26.3 Less than half-time 386 85.3
Righ femily income 752 35.6
.
Independent etudents 1/ 2,064 47.2 “23 or younger 3,571 38.2
Lov coet: 24-29 855 66,7
Low femily inucome 409 s1.2 30 or older 1,004 8.4
Medium family income 402 49.6
Righ fasily income 494 68.9 | Academic level
Contact hour 387 34.4
Bigh coet: Freshsan 1,727 8.2
fanily i{ncome 271 27.9 Sophomore 1,307 45.4
Medium t.-u{ income 297 27.0 Juntor 892 37.8
High femily income 186 36.1 Senior 1,118 39.2
Grede point sverege 2/
.3 or less 1,115 33.0
2.4-2.8 754 *J.5
2.9-3.3 1,016 4l1.8
3,6-4,0 718 52.7

/ Detailes do not sdd to tote]l because of missing velues.
| Perteine to credit-hour undergredusates only.

NOTK: Percenteges are bssed on undupliceted counts of eided undor!ndunu they do
not edd to totel eince eech percentage is based on the number of eided undergraduates
vith the selected characterietic. Deteils of the number of studente may not edd to
total due to rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment of Kducetion, Netional Center for Kducetion Statietice,
1987 Necional Posteecondary Student &id Study.

There are other indications that this type of award was distributed more like institutionat
or private aid than Federal aid. First, students who attended public institutions were more
likely than others to receive one (table 3.3). Second, students who attended less than
half time were more likely to receive this award than those who attended at least half time
or full time (figure 3.7). Third, aided undergraduates with high grade point averages were
more likely than those with low GPAs to receive these awards. Finally, those in the oldest
age group were more likely to recsive this type of award than those in the youngest age
group.

A claim often made is that freshmen are attracted to an institution by the offer of grant
aid. By the time they become seniors, then, they are less likely to receive grant aid.
Weak support for this c!aim (since the pattern is not consistent across all academic levels)
may be found in table 3.3. It shows that 48 percent of the freshmen received this award,
while 39 percent of the seniors received only grant aid.
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The grant and loan aid, only, recipients

These recipients made up 28 peccent of all aided undergraduates. The full-time
undergraduates among them receivad an average award of $5,343 (tabie 3.1). Unlike the
grant aid, only, awards which have several sources, the Federal Government is the major
source of loan aid (table 4.1, 4.2, and appendix D). Since loans made up roughly half
of these awards (table 3.2), they are likely to be distributed like the Federal aid, only,
awards. The distribution of the grant and loan aid, only, and the Federal aid, only,
awards have iour characteristics in common. First, larger proportions of students with
low family incomes reccived these two types of awards than students with high family
incomes (table 3.4). 3econd, those who attended private, for-profit institutions were more
likely than those at the two other types of institutions to receive one or the other of these
awards. Third, aided undergraduates who were enrolled less than half time were less
likely to receive the awards than those enrolled at least half time. Finally, students with
high grade point averages were less likely than those with low GPAs to receive a grant
and loan aid, only, or Federal aid, only, award.

Table 3.4--Added undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986 who were awarded granta
and loans, oply, for the 1986-87 academic year, by sclected student and
tastitutional characteristic

Crants Crants
Dependency status, Number & loans Selected institutional Number & loans
cost of attendance, (in only and student (in only
and family income thous.) (percent) characteristic thous.) (percen
Total 5,431 27.6 Total 3,131 27.6
Dependent students 3,367 26.1 | Control of inetitution
Lov cost: Public 3,540 21,9
Lov family income 547 20,0 Private, not-for-profit 1,380 32,3
Medium family income 501 19.8 Private, for-profit sl 56,9
Bigh family income 357 8.2
Attendance status
Bigh cost: Full-time 4,200 31.3
v family income 563 43.8 dalf-time Or more 845 20,8
Medium family income 647 34,8 Less than half-time 386 2,5
High family income 752 22,6
Age
Independent students 1/ 2,064 30.0 23 or younger 3,57 29,0
Lov coet: 24-29 855 28.2
Lov family income 409 28.3 30 or older 1,004 22,2
Mediun family income 402 28,6
High family incone 4946 9.8 | Grade point average 2/
2.3 or less 1,115 29,2
Bigh cost: 2,4-2.8 754 28,9
v family income 271 52.7 2.9-3.3 1,016 27,0
Mediur family income 297 49,7 3.4-4.0 718 20.7
Bigh family income 186 27.0

I Detalls do not add to total because of missing values.
| Pertains to credit-hour undergraduates only.

NOTE: Percentages ure based on undupiicated counts of sided undorgrndunteo; they do
not add to total since each psrcentage is based on the number of aided undergraduates
vith the gelected characteristic. Details of the number of students may not add to
total due to rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Kducation, National Center for Education Statristics,
a [] ar t Study.
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The loan aid, only, recipients

Fourteen percent of all aided undergraduates received these awards. The average
amount was $2,793 for full-time undergraduates (table 3.1). The primary source of loan
aid was the Federal Government (table 4.1, 4.2, and appendix D). According to some
analysts,® the purpose of loars, and particularly Federal loans, was to increase the
choices of institutions a stuent could attend. Students with low family incomes who
chose to attend a high cost institution were expected to supplement their grants with
loans in order to attend high cost institutions. Students with greater family incomes were
expected to supplement their family support with loans to atterid high cost institutions.
Therefore, the loan, only, award, would be given to aided undergraduates at high cost
schools. The data in table 3.5 suggest that this may be the case, at least for independent
students. Since this type of award was likely to be composed mostly of Federal aid, it
is not surprising to find that students who attended private, for-profit institutions were
most likaly to receive one and that full-time and half-time or more students were more
likely to receive loan, only, awards than those who attended less than half time.

Table 3.5--Alded undcrg:nduatec enrolled in

the fall of 1986 who were awvarded loan s1d,
only, for t

1986-87 scademic yesr, by selected etudeat and inetitutional

characterietic
Dependency ststuas, Number Loan Selected Inatitutional Number Loan
coat of attendance, (in sid only snd student (in  ai1d only
snd family income thous.) (percent) charscteristic thous.) (percent)
Total 5,431 13,6 Totel 3,431 13.6
Dependent students 3,367 15.1 | Ccontrol of institution
Lov coat: Public 3,540 13.1
Lov family income 547 5.2 Private, not-for-profit 1,380 9.9
Medium family income 501 17.6 Private, for-profit 511 27.3
Bigh fenily income 357 25.6
Attendance atatus
Bigh cost: Full-time 4,200 14.3
v family income 563 5.1 Helf-time Or more 845 15.2
Medium family income 647 15.0 Less than half-time 386 2.6
Bigh femily income 752 23.2
Age
Independent atudents }/ 2,064 11.2 s23 or younger 3,571 14.2
Lov cost: 264-29 855 14,9
Lov family income 409 3.6 30 or older 1,004 10.2
Medium family income 4«02 10.5
High family income 494 14.7 ' Grade point average 2/
2.3 or less 1,115 164.3
Bigh cost: 2.4-2.8 754 14.0
v family income 271 3.4 2.9-3.3 1,016 12.9
Medium family income 297 11.7 3.4-4.0 718 10.9
Bigh family income 186 29.7

{ Details do r.ot 8dd to totsl because of
| Pertains to credit-hour undergradustes

NOTE: Percentages sre based on unduplicsted counts of sided undergraduat.a;
not sdd to totsl since esch percentage is bssed on the number o
vith the selected characteristic.

totsl due to rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Ns

Details
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The grants, loans, and work-study aid, only, recipients

Eight percent of all aided undergraduates received this type of award. The average
award for full-time undergraduates, $7,287, was the largest average among the aid
awards characterized by type (table 3.1). Hence, the most likely recipients would be
those whose cost of attendance is greatest. Students at private, not-for-profit institutions
were more likely to receive this type of award than those at other types of institutions
(table 3.6). Since the work-study portion was the smallest component of this award,
making up only one-sixth of the average amount (table 3.2), it may be expected that it
would be distributed in a fashion similar to the grant and loan, only, aid award. The two
awards have three features in common. First, aided undergraduates wit: low family
incomes were more likely to receive these awards than those with high family incomes.
Jecond, full-time students were more likely to receive these awards than those in the
other two attendance status catagories. Third, undergraduates in the youngest age
category were more likely than those in the oldest to be given one of these awards.
Unlike the grant and loan, only, award, students at private, for-profit institutions were no
more likely than others to receive a combination grant, loan, and work-study aid, only,
award. This is probably due to private, for-profit institutions having limited access to
Federal work-study aid during the 1986-87 school year.

Zable 3..--Aided undergraduates enrolled in ths fall of 1986 vho wers awarded grants,
loans, and work-study sid, omly, for the 1986-87 academic yesr, by sslected
atudent snd institutional characteriatic

Cranta, Granta,
loana, loens,
Depandancy status, Number & v-a Selected inatitutionsl Number & v-a
cost of attandance, (in only and studant (in only
and family incoms thous. ) (percent) charscteristic thous.) (percent)
Total 5,431 7.7 Total 5,431 7.7
Dapandant studanta 3,367 9.6 Control of inatitution
Lov coats Public 3,540 5.5
Lov family income 547 5.9 Private, not-for-profit 1,380 15.8
Madium ‘mily income 501 4.7 Private, for-profit Skl 0.7
Bigh “ .ly income 357 1.0
Attendance status
High cost: Full-time 4,200 9.4
ov family income 563 15.9 Half-time or more 845 2.6
Madium family income 647 17.1 Leas than half-time 386 0.0
High femily incoms 752 8.6
Age
Indepandent students )}/ 2,064 4.6 23 or younger 3,571 10.0
Lov coat: 24-29 855 3.9
Lov family incoms 409 6.3 30 or older 1,004 2.6
Madium family income 402 3.4
High femily income 494 0.4 | Grade point average 2/
2.3 or leas 1,115 9.2
Bigh crat: 2.4-2.8 754 9.7
Lo family incoms 271 10.4 2.9-3.3 1,016 9.3
Yedium family income 297 6.6 3.4-4.0 718 5.7
fiigh femily incoms 186 2.6

T Details do not add to total because of missing valuea.
| Pertainas to cradit-nour undergrasdustea only.

NOT®: Parcantagss ars barsd on unduplicated counta of sided undergrnduuten; they do
not sdd to totsl sincs sach parcentage is based on ths number of aided undergradustes
vith the sslsctsd chsractsriatic. Details of the number of students may not add to
totsl due to rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Dapsrtment of Education, Nationsl Center for Education Ststistics,
1987 National Postsecondary Student Aid Study.
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The grants and work-study aid, only, recipients

Among all aided undergraduates, 4 percent received this type of award. On average,
this award was worth $4,583 (table 3.1). Aided undergraduates who attended low cost
institutions, and were from families with low family incomes were more likely to receive this
award than those with high family incomes (table 3.7). Those who attended public or a
private, not-for-profit institutions were more likely to receive this award than those who
attended private, for-profit institutions. With respect to other student characteristics (such
as attendance status, age, and grade point average), this type of award was fairly evenly
distributed.

Table 3.7--Aided wadergraduatee earolled im the fell of 1986 wvho were awarded grant and
wotk-etudy aid, only, for the 198¢-87 ecademic year, by eelected student and
institutiomal characterietic

Dependency otetus, Wusber Gremt & Selectedal inetitution Number Grant
cost of ettendance, (1n wv-8 only and etudent (in  v-e only
end femily income thous.) (percent) characteristic thous.) (percent)
Totel 35,431 L5 Total 5,431 &5
Dependent students 3,367 4.5 | Control of inetitution
Lov coet: Public 3,540 S.2
Lov femily income S47 8.0 Private, uot-!or-zrofu 1,380 4,3
Nedium hltl{ income 501 3.4 Private, for-profit S11 0.3
Bigh family 1ncome 387 3.1
Attendence etatus
High coet: Full-time 4,200 4.9
fanily income $63 A8 Half-time or more 84S 2.9
Medium femily income (1Y 3.9 Less than half-time 386 3.0
Righ femily income 752 3.6
Age
Independent studente 1/ 2,064 4.3 23 or younger 3,571 4,7
Lov coet: 26-29 855 4,8
Lov femily income 409 8.4 30 or older 1,004 3.5
Medium family income 602 S.1
High femily income 494 2.3 | Grade point average 2/
2.3 or less 1,118 Seh
Bigh cost: 2.4-2.8 754 S.1
family income 271 [ 2.9-3.3 1,016 45
Medium femily income 297 3.9 3.4-4.0 718 5.3
Bigh family income 186 1.2

T Detalls do not add to totel because of mieeing values.
| Pertains to cradit-hour undergraduates only.

NOTE: Percenteges ere based on unduplicated counte of aided undergraduates; they do
not edd to totel since eech percentege ie bssed on the number of aided undergraduates
with the selected characteristic. Details of the numsber of etudents may not add to
totel due to rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Depertment of RBducation, National Center for Education Statistice,
1987 Matjonal Postescondary Student Ald Study

25

28§




Bk, o

Chapter 4: Aid Awards by Source and Type of Aid
Background

In this chapter, the 65 aid programs on which NPSAS collected iriformation are placed
into one of eight groups or components. Some of them consist of a single aid program,
such as a guaranteed student loan (GSL) or Pell Grant. Other components consist of a
large number of programs that are homogeneous with respect to source and type of aid
(e.g., institutional grants or private grants). Aided undergraduates could receive one
component or more than one aid component. For example, some undergraduates
received GSLs, alone, while others received them in combination with Pell Grants. In the
discussion which follows, all students who received GSLs, for example, are said to receive
a GSL component. Those who received it alone are said to receive a GSL award. Lastly,
those who received GSLs along with aid from one or more of the other eight components
are said to have a GSL component in their aid awards. Theoretically, a total of 255 aid
awards could be constructed from the eight aid components.

Characterizing aid awards by both source and type of aid involves a substantial
amount of personal judgment. The method used here attempts to achieve the following
objectives:

e to describe the interaction of the two majcr Faderal aid programs, Pell and GSL,
with other Federal and non-Federal programs;

o to show the relative proportion of undergraduate aid stemming from each of the
four sources (Federal, State, institutional, private);

® to distinguish between grant aid and self-help (loans and work-study) aid;

® to combine aid programs into separate components with similar financial aid
characteristics; and

® to equalize the percentages of aided undergraduates participating in each
component, for comparison’s sake.
The result is an eight component classification scheme. The eight components are:
® GSL (Guaranteed Student Loans, recently renamed Stafford Loans);

e Pell Grants;
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® OFG, (Other Federal Grants--e.g., SEOGs, SSIGSs);

® OFSH (Other Federal Self-Help--e.g., NDSL or Perkins Loans, College Work-Study,
PLUS, SLS);

e State Grants;
® Institutional Grants;

® NFSH (Non-Federal Self-Help--e.g., State and institutional loans and work-study);
and

® Private Grants.

Two categories of aid were excluded from this scheme: the very small private self-help
awards; and aid for which there was no identifiable source. The largest proportion of aid
with no identifiable source was reported by aid recipients who said they received grants
but did not specify the source of the grants on the NPSAS student survey response form.

Of the 255 possible packages which could result from the various combinations of
these eight aid components, 251 actually emerge. And of these, only a small fraction
were actually awarded in numbers amounting to more than 2 percent of the aided
undergraduate population. (See appendix D for a listing of all 251 aid awards along with
the percentages of aided undergraduates who received them, and the average amounts
they were awarded).

In this chapter, there are detailed tables on 9 of the 251 awards (discussion is limited
to 6). These 9 awards are among the most commonly held financial aid awards.
Together, they represent the awards received by one-half of all aided undergraduates.
(The awards are listed in table 4.1, ranked in order of the percentages who received
them).
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Table 4.1--Aided wadergraduates eunrolled ia the fall of 1986 vho were avarded sid
for the 19046-87 academic yoor snd average aid sward, by aid awerd

“Average awvarce for

Ald Alded full-time aided
avard undergraduates undergraduates
AIT aided undergraduates (in thousande) 5,431 L' Y
Percent
Total 1.3
lnuuuum.dnn: only i1.4 $1,835
Guarsutsed Student l.mn (GSL) only 10.7 2,587
Private grant only 7.6 1,658
GSL and Pell crn: ounly 5.8 4,904
Pell Srent .‘ 4.7 1,554
Pell, other Federal grants, State grants (P0OS) only 34 3,076
Other Pederal grants (OFG) only 5.1 3,090
State graate y 2.4 95
Pell, other Federal grante, State grante
(Gros) o-ly 2.0 5,270

WAT ¥ot spplicable.
WOTE: DPercentages are based on unduplicated counte of sided undergraduates.

SOURZE: U.S. Dogumz of Education, Mational Center for Education Statietice,

Figure 4.1--Average amoun' of aid
awarded, by aid award

Aid award

GSL, Pell, OFG, St.

GSL & Pell Grants

Other Federal Grants

Pell, OFG, State Gts

GSL

Institutional Grants

Private Grants
Pell Grants

State Grants

T T T T T

$0 $1 P2 $3 P4 $5 $6

Aserage amount (thousands)

SOURCE The 1087 Nationa!l Postsecondary
Student Aid Study
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How the components of aid awards were combined

Because this chapter is somewhat more complex than the previous chapters, and
because the initial tables have an unfamiliar format, it is useful to discuss the structure of
tables 4.2, 4.3, and 4.4 in greater detail at thls point. As in previous chaptars, table 4.1
ists the most commonly held aid awards® and their averageé amounts for full-time
students. Since these nine awards are held by one-half of all aided undergraduates and
represent only a fraction (9 out of 251) of all the different types of aid awards made,
tables 4.2, 4.3, and 4.4 are presented in an effort to summarize how the eight
components were combined to produce tha remaining 242 (251 minus 9) awards.

Tabdle 4.2--Alded wndergraduates who received aid
cmunn themeelvees and ia
combimation with all other aid components

Ald vith
avard 3y other aid
component iteelf components Total
(percent)

GSL 10.7 30.8 al.3
Pell Crante 4.7 31.4 36.1
Institutional grante 11.4 20.0 3l.4
Other Federal grante 3.1 27.8 30.9
State grante 2.4 26.7 29.1
Other Pederal eell-help 1.1 18.0 19.1
Private grante 7.6 8.l 15.7
Non-Pedersl eell-help 1.1 8.5 9.6

ol U, 3. ﬁp rtaent of l!ue-E!on. National
1287 Natiopns]

Center for Rducation Statietice,
Rostsecondatry Student Ald Study.

Table 4.2 provides the percentage of aided undergraduates who received an aid
component by itself (i.e., as the sole component in the aid award) and in combination
with other aid components (i.e., as one of two or more aid components in the aid award).
In the last column. the total proportion of aidea undergraduates who received a given
component is repcted. For example, in table 4.2 we find that 10.7 percent of aided
undergraduates received the GSL component, alone, as the sole component in their aid
award. Nearly 31 percent (30.8) of aided undergraduates who received this component
combined it with other aid components. The sum of these two figures, 41.5 percent,
represents the proportion of aided undergraduates who received the GSL component.

9 One aic! award, the non-Federal self-help, award has been omitted from the table since it is a

combination of a variety of many different programs, and acts more as a residual, or catch-all, than
anything eise.
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Teble 4.3--Alled ﬂct,fdutu wvho received eid componeste iz combimatiom with other
epecific eid componeate

Farcentage of students receiving eld awerd components
- Other — Won-
Ald Other Federel FPedarel
avard Federal self- State Instit. eelf- Privete
component Pell grents help grants grents help grents
~GSL 17.1% 13.3 10.1 12.0 10.4 .0 3.8
Pell Grents | «¢.c. 16.4 10.4 15.9 7.5 2.2 3.2
Other Pederel grents | ccccocceccacsese 10.6 19.5 8.4 2.2 3.1
Other Pederel self-belp | ¢c.cvveicircennrnecaenee. 8.3 7.7 1.8 2.3
Stete GYANLE | ccoccrccssocccoscscrsrsrscenesanns 8.5 2.1 1.2
Institutional GTants | coococresoscassscrerrssrsssescossascsrcnsccnne 3.4 3.9
Non-Federal self-help | ccoveverererironrrrcnrronscoconccesttsttrscessscnssens 1.1

¥ The Ilgure of 17.1 for the Fell, USL comoination {s the percentage of aided
undergraduates vho received both a Pell and a GSL, only, or these two components in
combination vith otbher avard components.

SOURCE: Depertment of Kducation, National Center for Rducation Statistics, 1987
Matiopal Postescondary Student Ald Study.

Table 4.3 gives the proportion of aided undergraduates who received two or more
components, combined together, to produce an aid award. For example, from table 4.2
we found that 30.8 percent of GSL recipients also received some other aid component
in their aid award. From table 4.3, we find that 17.1 percent of aided undergraduates, a
part of the 30.8 percent, received a combination of GSL and Pell, either separately or with
other components in their aid award. Finally, from table 4.4 we find that 5.9 percent of
aided undergraduates received the GSL and Pell components, combined, as the only two
components in their aid award. Hence, of the 30.8 percent (table 4.2) who received a
GSL combined with other components, 17.1 percent (table 4.3) of aided undergraduates
received the GSL combined with a Pell and other components; and 5.9 percent (table
4.4) of aided undergraduates received the GSL and Pell compuiieiis, anly, in their aid
award. The 5.9 percent is part of the 17.1 percent which in turn is part of the 30.8
percent.

Teble 4.4--Alded undergreduates who received en aid component in combination with only oue other

eid cowponent
Percentage of students receiving aid avard cosponents
Other Non-

Ald Other Federal Federal
avard Federal self- State Instit. self- Private
cosponent GSL Pell grants help gresnts  grants help grants
CSL 11.0 5.9% 1.0 1.0 0.7 T.9 0.¢ 0.6
Pell Grante | «vee0. 4.8 0.7 0.9 1.3 0.6 0.2 9.4
Other PFederal grants | cccccceocceseen 3.4 0.3 2.0 0.4 0.2 0.3
Other Federal self-help | covvciccncccnncnnnnncesnns 1.1 0.1 0.4 0.1 0.1
State BTANLE | .ceocesscesvcnssesctscasasctsccstans 2.6 0.8 0.1 0.2
Institutional Erants | cececcococescrcccrsrotecscncaraccccccccnssnns 1.4 0.9 1.1
Non-Pederal self-help | viiiiveiinrecrencrtitnnnnisineessesccescencncsnnnnnss 3.6 0.2
Private BTADLS | .c.cccrcrnrescnncacessosccncastecccccstoctassccassannssancssanns 7.8

¥ The I{gure of 5.9 for the CSL, reil combination Is the percentage of sided
undergreduates vho received a Pell Grant end a GSL, only, sid avard.

SOURCE: U.8. Depertment of lducuudou.

National Center for Education Statistics,
t_Aid Study.
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The GSL component

Over 40 percent of aided undergraduates received a GSL component, making this
component one of the most commonly awarded among aided undergraduates (table 4.2).
Eleven percent of aided undergraduates received the GSL component by itself (for an
average aid award of $2,587).1° Seventeen percent of aided undergraduates who
received a GSL also received a Pell Grant, but only 3 percent of aided undergraduates
received a GSL and private grant together.

The Pell Grant component

Slightly more than 36 percent of aided undergraduates received the Pell Grant
component (table 4.2). Roughly one-third of aided undergraduates received the Pell
Grant in combination with other aid awards. Only 5 percent of aided undergraduates
depended on a Pell Grant, alone, for their financial aid. For them, the average award was
$1,554 (table 4.1). Pell Grants were as likely to be combined with the other Federal
grants component as with State grants. Sixteen percent of aided undergraduates
received a Pell and another Federal grant, together, and 16 percent received a Pell and
a State grant combination (table 4.3).

The GSL and Pell Grant combined component

Atotal of 17 percent of aided undergraduates received an aid award that included both
a GSL and a Pell grant (table 4.3). Six percent of them received the GSL and Pell Grant,
alone, for an average award of $4,904 (tables 4.1 and 4.4). Seven percent of aided
undergraduates were swarded the GSL and Peli combination along with the other Federal
grant component or the State grants component; & percent with the other Federal self-
help component; and 1 percent with either the private giant or the non-Federal, self-help
components (table 4.5).

10 Prior to January 1, 1987, the maximum annual GSL award was $2,500. Subsequently,

undergraduates who had not completed two years of study could borrow up to $2,650 annually through
the GSL prograrn. Undergraduates who completed at least two years of study could borrow up to $4,000
annually through the program.
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Table 4.35--Alded wadergradustas vho received
combisstions of Pell and CSL with
other aid compoasatat

D o i il

TR R W

CANNRELE A

ald
avard
component Parcant

Other Yedaral !unto 7.3
Other Federal sell-help
Stats grante
Inetitutional grants
Non-Pedoral eslf-help

Privata granta

¥ lﬁ !!'\lf‘ Ted l'."...l‘. EE. pucnh!o o!
aided undergradustes who recaived s Pall Grant,
GSL, other Pederal grante and other
avard componente.

SOURCE: U.8. Department of Education, National

Centar for Rducation Statietice, EEI%
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o o 0 o o
L X-X ¥ X-J

Other Federal aid components

The two remaining Federal aid components--other Federal grants (OFG) and other
Federal self-help (OFSH)--are combinations of smaller Federal aid programs, programs
too small to be analyzed by themselves in this report. The other Federal grants
component consists mainly of the Supplemental Education Opportunity Grant (SEOG)
program and the State Student Incentive Grant (SSIG) program. The other Federal self-
help component consists primarily of the National Direct Student Loan (NDSL) program
and the College Work-study program but also includes Parental Loans to Undergraduate
Students (PLUS) and Supplemental Loans to Students (SLS) program.

The other Federal grants component was awarded to 3 percent of aided
undergraduates (table 4.2). Sixteen percent of aided undergraduates received a financial
aid package combining Pell with the other Federal grants component. Furthermore, 13
and 20 perceni of them, respectively, r~ceived one combined with a GSL and a State
grant (table 4.3). However, only 8 an. 3 percent received the other Federal grants
component combined with institutional and private grants, respectively (table 4.3). The
total average award amount for those who received one or more of the grants in this
component was $3,090 (table 4.1).

A total of 19 percent (table 4.2) of aided undergraduates received the other Federal
self-help component (which consisted of Federal work-study or a Federal loan, other than
a GSL). The other Federal self-help component was almost always combined with other
components (table 4.2). Eighteen percent received financial aid under this category in
combination with another aid component. These work-study and Federal loan amounts
stood an equal cha 1ce of being combined with a GSL, a Pell, or the other Federal grants
component (table 4.3).
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Non-Federal aid components

With reference to the four non-Federal aid components (State grants, institutional
grants, private grants, and non-Federal self-help) 29 and 31 percent ot recipients,
respectively, were awarded funding under the State grant and institutional grant
components. Ten and 16 percent, respectively, received the non-Federal self-help and
private grant components (table 4.2). The State grant component was frequently
combined with the other aid components (27 percent received State grants in
combination with another component) while the non-Federal self-help and private grants
(table 4.2) were infrequently combined with another component (8 percent, each).

Characteristics of recioient

The GSL, only, recipients

Eleven percent of aided undergraduates held the Guaranteed Student Loan, only,
award (table 4.1), receiving an average of $2,587 (table 4.1). As noted previously in the
discussion on loans as a type of aid, GSLs were originally designed to increase students’
choices of institutions. For low income students who received a grant and thereby made
it possible to attend pubilic institutions, the GSL could have provided sufficient additional
funds to permit them to attend private institutions if they so chose.!! The GSL program
was also designed to assist relatively well-off students who relied on family support
instead of a grant so they could borrow enough to expand the number of institutions they
could choose to attend.

i See, for example, Hartman, 1978.
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Table 4.6--Aided wadergradustes earolled ism the fall of 1986 vho were awerded
guaranteed atudeat lo-ui ocaly, for the 1986-87 academic year, by eelected

studeat sad isstitutiomsl charscterietic
Dependency etatus, uaber L Selected inetitutional HWumber GSL
coet of ettendance, (in only end student (1in only
and family incowe thous.) (percent) charecteriotic thous.) (percent)
Totel 3,431 10.7 Totel 3,431 10.7
Dependent etudents 3,367 11.8 | Control of inetitution
Low coet: blic 3,540 10.2
Low femily income S47 4.2 Private, not-for-troiu 1,380 7.8
Medium family income 501 14.3 Private, for-profitc S11 22,1
Righ femily income 357 18.1
Attendenc2 stetus
High coet: Pull-time 4,200 11.3
family income 563 4.1 Half-time OFr more 845 12,5
Medium femily income “7 12.2 Less than half-time 386 0.0
Bigh femily income 752 17.9
Age
Independent students L/ 2,064 8.9 23 or younger 3,571 11,3
Low coet: 24-29 855 1l.1
Low femily income 409 3.0 30 or older 1,004 8.0
Medium femily income 402 8.9
High femily income 94 11.3 | Grede point eversge 2/
2.3 or less 1,118 11.4
High coet: 2.4-2.8 754 10.7
fanily income 271 2.6 2.9-3.3 1,016 10.1
Medium family income 297 9.3 3.4-4.0 718 8.2
High femily income 186 23.3

talle do not edd to totel decauss of mieeing valuss.
II Perteins to credit-hour undergraduates only.

NOTE: Percentages ere based on undupliceted counte of aided undergraduates; they do
not add to totel eince each percentage is based on the number o! aided undergraduates
with the seiected characterietic. Detaile of the number of students may not edd to
total due to rounding.

SOURCEK: U.S. Depertment of Rducetion, Netional Center for Rducation Stetietics,
1987 National Postsecondary Student Ald Study.

As table 4.6 indicates, aided undergraduates with high family ncomes were more likely
to receive a GSL than were those with low family incomes. Additionally, aided
undergraduates who attended the more expensive private, for-profit institutions were more
likely to have a GSL, only, award than those who attended the less expensive public
institutions (table 4.6). Because of the attendance requirement associated with a GSL,
only students attending full time or half time or more received this award. GSLs were
evenly distributed across age groups. Among credit-hour students, freshmen were as
likely to receive this award as seniors (not in table). Furthermore, students with low and
high GPAs were equally likely to receive this award (the difference in the two percentages
iS not statistically significant).

The Pell Grant, only, recipients

The 5 percent of all aided undergraduates who recsived oniy a Pell Grant were given
an average amount of $1,554 (table 4.1). The data in table 4.7 indicate that aided
undergraduates from low income families were more likely to receive a Pell Grant than
those from high income families. This is to be expected. The Pell Grant program makes
awards on the basis of applicants’ financial resources and the cost of attendance. For
a given cost of attendance. Pell awards are generally inversely related to family financial
capacity, Aided undergraduates who attended public or private, for-profit institutions
were more likely to receive one than those who attended private, not-for-profit institutions.
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This may be because Pell Grant, only, recipients could more easily cover the cost of a
public institution (or even a private, for-profit institution) than the cost of a private, not-for-
profit institution.

Less than half-time students were not eligible to receive Pell Grants. Distribution was
equal among age groups. Among credit-hour students, Pell Grants were as likely to be
awarded to freshmen as to seniors; and to students with low GPAs as well as those with
high GPAs.

The distributions of recipients of Pell Grant, only, awards and grants, only, awards
(tables 4.7 and 3.3, respectively) differ on several dimensions. Those include family
income, control of institution, attendance status, age, academic level, and grade point
average. Clearly, the distribution of the grants, only, award does not depict the
distribution of the Pell Grant, only, award.

Table 4.7--Atded undergradustes emrolled in the fall of 1986 who were avarded Pell
Crante, onlyi for tha 1986-87 academic year, by eelected etudent and

isstitutional characterietic
Pell Pell
Dapendency status, Number grant Selected inetitutional  Number aid
cost of attandance, (in only and student (in only
and family income thous.) (percent) characteristic thous.) (percent)
Total LIV %) .7 Total 5,531 o
Dependent students 3,367 3.3 | Control of institution
Lov coet: Public 3,540 6.3
Lov family incose 547 11.2 Private, not-for-trofit 1,380 0.8
Medium family income 501 2.6 Private, for-profit 511 4.1
Bigh family income 357 0.6
Attendance status
High cost: Full-time 4,200 4.5
v family income 563 4.7 Balf-time or mora 845 7.8
Medium family income 647 1.2 Less than half-time 386 0.0
Bigh family income 752 0.0
Age
Independent students }/ 2,064 7.0 B23 or younger 3,571 4ol
Lov coet: 26-29 855 7.0
Lov family incoma 409 14.7 30 or older 1,004 4.9
Medium family income 402 10.4
HBigh family inconme 494 1.5 | Academic lavel
Contact hour 387 8.4
High cost: Freshman 1,727 5.4
family income 271 7.2 Sophomore 1,307 5.0
Medium family income 297 4.9 Junior 892 3.0
High family income 186 1.0 Senior 1,118 3.4
Grade point average 2/
2.3 or leess 1,115 5.3
2.4-2.8 754 4.1
2.9-3.3 1,016 4.1
3.4-4.0 718 33

/" DataiTe do not add to total because of viseing vaTues.
Pertains to cradit-hour undergraduates only.

NOTE: Percentages are based on unduplicated countes of aided undorgrldultno; they do
not add to total since wach percentage is based on the nuwber of aided undergraduates
vith the selected characteristic. Dataile of the number of students may aot add to
total due to rounding.

SOURCK: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistice,
9 a teecondary Student Aid Study.
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The GSL and Pell Grant, only, recipients

Six percent of aided undergraduates received this combination of financial aid. The full-
time undergraduates among them received an average amount of $4,904 (table 4.1). The
distribution of this type of award (table 4.8) across income brackets was similar to that
of the Pell Grant, only, award (table 4.7) ir the sense that low family income students
were more likely to be awarded one than high family income students. By far the most
likely recipients of this award were those who attended private, for-profit institutions.
Thirty-one percent of aided students at these institutions received a combination GSL and
Pell Grant, only, award, while only 4 and 2, percent respectively, of the students at public
and private, not-for-profit institutions received one (table 4.8). The receipt of this award,
by attendance status, reflects the eligibility requirements associated with both the Pell and
GSL programs. Younger students (table 4.8) were as likely to receive one as older
students, as were those with low and high grade point averages (i.e., the differences are
not statistically significant).

Table 4.8--Aided undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986 wvho were awarded GSL snd
Pell Cranta, only, for the 1986-87 academic year, by selected atudent and
institutional characteriatic

GSL & GSL &
Dependency status, Number Pell Seiected institutional Number aid
cost of attendance, (in only and student (in only
and family income thous.) (percent) characteristic thous.) (percent)
Total 5,431 s.l*] Total 5,437 3. ¥
Dependent students 3,367 3.9 ! Control of institution
Lov coet: Pubdlic 3,540 3.8
Lov family income 547 6.3 Private, not-for-profit 1,380 1.6
Mediums family income 501 2.3 Private, for-profit S11 30.7
Bigh family income 387 0.1
Attendance status
High cost: Full-time 4,200 6.3
v family income 563 12.5 Half-time or more 845 6.0
Mediums family income 667 1.9 Less than half-time 386 0.0
High family income 752 0.1
Age
Independent students 1/ 2,064 9.0 23 or younger 3,571 5.1
Low cost: 24-29 855 8 6
Lov fsmily income 409 10.6 30 or older 1,004 6.0
Medium family income 402 7.3
High family income 4946 0.7 | Grade point average 2/
2.3 or less 1,115 6.3
High cost: 2,4-2.8 754 6.2
ov family income 271 18.9 2.9-3.3 1,016 3.9
Medium fawily income 297 17.8 3.4-4.0 718 il
High family income 186 2.5

T Details do not add to totsl because of mlssing values.
/ Pertains to credit-hour undergraduates only.

NOTE: Percentages are based on unduplicsted counts of aided undergraduates; they do
not add to total since each percentage is based on the number of aided undergraduates
vith the selected characteristic. Detsils of the number of students may not add to
total due to rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Educstion Statistics,
1987 National Postsecondsry Student Aid Study.

The GSL and Pell Grant, only, award distribution was similar to that for the grants and
loans, only, awards discussed in chapter Il (table 3.4). However, students at private, for-
profit institutions were much more likely to receive the combination Pell and GSL, only,
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award than students at the other institutions (table 4.8). The differences in proportions
were less pronounced among tha institutional types for the grants and loans, only, award.

Despite the fact that the combined GSL and Pell, only, award was distributed across
income ranges in a pattern similar to the Pell, only, award, the GSL portion was the larger
component. For the average GSL and Pell, only, package, 60 percent was GSL and 40
percent was Pell Grant (table 4.9).

Table 4.9--Compoatition of three multipla-c at aid evarda awerded to full-time undargraduatas emrolled i the fall of
1986 who vera awearded aid for the 1986-87 academic year and average ¢id eward, by aid sverd amd comtrol of
imstitution

FaIl, other Yederal TEL, Fell, other rederal
CSL and Pall gramta, atats gramta (POS) granta, atate gramta (GPoS)
Ferceax Ferceat rarcant
Comtrol —Uther Other_
of Averaga Average Tederal State Averags Todaral State
icetitution ssounts GSL  Pell amouat® Pel] gramte gremta awount* GSL Pell grante grants

Total WIS  S5.¢ 10.Y NN 2/ I 10 s.¢ T $3.270 a3 3.3 3.3 7.4

Coatrol

Public 4,010 ¢0.9 39.0 2,720 37.¢ 7.2 35.1 4,728 47.6  33.1 3.1 16.1
Private, mot-for-profit 4,602 S58.5 41.3 4,249 442 S.1 30.7 6,419 37.¢ 20.3 LI 29.3
Private, for-profit 5,760 39.0 40.9 4,374 34.5 5.8 39.7 6,936 40,7 30.3 3.7 23,1

¥The average awounta are tof aleed Tuil-tIne undargreduatas.
BOTE: Percentages are besed on uaduplicated counte of aided undargraduatas,

SOURCE: U. 8. Department of Rducation, Center for Rducatiom Statiatics,
Ihe 1287 Naticaal Postsecondary Student AL Study.

38

o,




The institutional grant, only, recipients

Eleven percent of aided undergraduates were awarded this type of financial assistance.
The full-time undergraduates among them recsived amounts averaging slightly less than
$2,000 (table 4.1). Aided undergraduates with high family incomes were more likely to
receive this award than those with low family incomes (table 4.10). The award was also
more likely to go to dependent students (14 percent) than independent students (8
percent). Two percent of aided undergraduates at private, for-profit institutions received
an institutional grant, while 12 and 13 percent of those at public and at private, not-for-
profit institutions, respectively, received one. Those aided undergraduates attending full
time were less likely to receive an institutional grant than those attending on a less than
half-time basis (10 percent versus 26 percent, respectively). The youngest age group
was as likely to receive the award as the oldest. Among credit-hour students, those with
the highest grade point averages (15 percent) were more likely to receive this award than
those with the lowest GPAs (9 percent).

Tadble 4.10--Alded undergr=duates enrolled in the fall of 193¢ who were awarded
institutional grant aid, oaly, for the 1986¢-87 scademic year, by eelected
etudent end institutional characterietic

Tnetie. Tnetit.
Depsndency stetus, Number grente Selected inetitutionsl Nupber  grents
cost of sttendence, (in only snd student (in only
and family income thous.) (percent) characteristic thous.) (percent)
Total 5,431 TT.4 “Total 5,431 1.3
Dependent students 3,367 13.8 Control of institution
Lov cost: Pubdlic 3,540 12.7
Lov family income 547 11.2 Privete, not-for-profit 1,380 11.7
Medium femily income 501 17.6 Privete, for-profit 511 1.8
High family income 357 28,1
Attendance stetus
High coet: Full-time 4,200 10.0
Lov fawily income 563 4.3 Helf-time or more 845 11.9
Medium femily income 647 Te6 Less then half time 386 26.2
High family incoms 752 18.7
Age
Independent students 1/ 2,064 7.6 !23 or younger 3,571 12.2
Lov cost: 24-29 855 8.3
Lov family income 409 6.0 30 or older 1,004 11.3
Medium femily income 402 1Y)
High family income 6494 142 | Grede point aversge 2/
2.3 or less 1,115 8.9
High coet: 2.4-2.8 754 9.8
ov family incoms 271 2.6 2.9-3.3 1,016 10.7
Medium femily income 297 2.1 3.4-4.0 718 14.9
Bigh family income 186 10.1

1/ Detalls do not add to total because of miesing values.
2/ Pertsine to credit-hour undergreduates only.

NOTE: Percentagss are based on unduplicated counts of sided und.rgf.d“‘t.‘i they do
not add to total since esch percentege 1s based on the number of sided und -gresdustes
vith the selscted cherscteriatic. Details of the number of students may not sdd to
total due to rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Nationsl Center for Educetion Statistice,
1987 Netjonal Postsecondsry Student Aid Study.
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The distribution of institutional grant awards across the spectrum of such student
characteristics as family income, grade point average, control of institution, and
attendance status was similar to that of the grants, only, awards. On the other hand, the
two distributions differed on the basis of age (tables 4.10 and 3.3).

The POS, only, re~ipients

Recipients of the Pell Grant, other Federal grant, and State grant, only, aid award
(POS) amounted to 4 percent of aided undergraduates. Their awards for full-time
undergraduates averaged slightly over $3,G00 (table 4.1). Aided undergraduates from
low income families were more likely to receive this type of financial aid package, (table
4.11) than those from high income families, possibly reflecting the importance of the Pell
Grant component, which represented 55 percent of this award combination (table 4.9).
Approximately the same proportion of aided undergraduates at each type of institution
received this type of award (4 percent of public; 3 percent private, for-profit; and 2
percent for private, not-for-profit aided undergraduates).

Table 4.11--Alded wndergradustes enrolled in the fall of 1986 who were awarded a
coabisation of Pell, other Federsl granta, snd State grants for the 198¢-87
scademic year, by aselected student and institutional characteristic

Yell, OFT, Pall, OIT,
State Stats
Dependency status, Number rants Sslected institutionsl  Nuamber rants
cost of sttandance, (in PoS) and student (in POS)
and family income thous.) (percant) charscteristic thous.) (percent)
Total 5,431 3.6 Total 5,431 3.6
Dependsnt students 3,367 2.9 | Control of institution
coat: Public 3,540 4.4
Lov fauily income 547 9.1 Prive. o, not-for-trofit 1,380 1.7
Medium family income 501 2.4 Private, for-profit 511 2.7
High femily income 357 0.1
Attendanca status
High coet: Full-time 4,200 3.7
fanily income 563 5.1 Half-time or more 845 4.3
Medium family income 67 1.0 Less thar helf-time 386 0.0
Bigh family incomwe 752 0.0
Age
Independent students }/ 2,064 4.7 s23 or younger 3,571 3.1
Low coat: 24-29 855 3.5
Lov family income 409 7.8 30 or older 1,004 5.1
Medium family income 402 7.3
2igh family income 494 0.3 | Grads point aversge 2/
2.3 or less 1,115 4.6
Bigh cost: 2.4-2.8 754 3.9
fanily income 271 5.6 2.9-3.3 1,016 2.3
Medium family income 297 S.4 3.4-4.0 718 2.1
Bigh family income 186 1.1

il‘Ditlil. do not add to total vecauss of alssing values.
| Pertains to credit-hour undergraduates only.

NOTE: Percentagas are based on unduplicatad counts of aided under redustas; they do
not add to total since each percentage is based on the number of aided undergraduates
with the selected charactaristic. Details of the number of students may not add to
total due to rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Rdueation, Nationsl Centsr for Education Statistics,
udent tudy.
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The POS award is made up of three, separate grant components. As a result, it's one
of the awards that make up the grants, only, award decribed in chapter Ill, thus allowing
for comparison of their respective distribution. It turns out they have little in common.
They differ on the basis of income, control of institution, attendance status, age, and
grade point average (tables 4.11 and 3.3).

The Pell component of the average POS award amounted to 55 percent; the other
Federal grant component, 7 percent (table 4.9). it is not surprising that this type of award
was distributed across income groups in a manner simila: to the Pell, only, award.

The private grant, only, recipients

As has been noted, private sources supplied the smallest amount of aid of any of the
four sources (table 2.1). However, because private aid was infrequently combined with
other aid components (table 4.2), the private grant, only, award was held by a relatively
sizeable proportion of individuals, when compared with other single component aid
awards. Eight percent of aided undergraduates received this award. The full-time aided
undergraduates among them received an average amount of $1,658 (table 4.1). The
private grants, only, award was distributed across income brackets in the same way that
the institution grants, only, award was distributed (table 4.10). Students from low income
families were less likely to receive this award than those from high income families (table
4.12). Similar to the institution grants, only, award, students at public and private, not-for-
profit institutions were more likely to receive this award than those at private, for-profit
institutions (table 4.12). Older students were more likely to receive this award than
younger students, students going less than half time were more likely to receive this
award than those going full time, and aided undergraduates with a high rather than a low
grade point average were more likely to receive this award (table 4.12).

When the distribution of the private grants, only, award is compared with that of the
grants, only, award of chapter lll (table 3.3), some of its unique characteristics can be
seen. For example, a large proportion of grants, only, recipients were less than half-time
students. They were also the students in the oldest age groups and the students with
the highest grade point averages.
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Table 4.12--Atded yadergraduates eurolled ia the fall of 1986 who were sverded private

te, ocaly, for the 1986-87 scademic Ty selected etudemt o
m:u.u-l eharacteristie yoar, by
Private Privete
Dependency status, Number grente Selected tnetitutional Pusber eid
coet of attendance, (in only and etudent (in only
and femily income thoue.) (percent) charecteristic thous.) (percent)
Total 3,431 7.6 Totel 3,431 7.6
Dependent etudente 3,367 5.2 | Control of inetitution
Low coet: Public 3,540 8.8
Lov family {ncome 547 5.0 Private, uo:-for-rrou: 1,380 6.5
Mediwn femily income 501 7.8 Private, for-profit s11 1.8
Righ family income 357 12.3
Attendance etetue
ltl:'eo-u Pull-time 4,200 3.5
fomily {ncome 63 1.3 Balf-time or more 84S 12.1
Mediva femily income 647 2.5 Less than half-time 386 41,9
Righ femily {ncome 752 4.7
Age
Independent etudents )/ 2,064 11.5 23 or or 3,571 4.0
Lovw coat: i 24-29 youns 855 9.9
Low family {ncowe 409 4.2 30 or older 1,004 18.2
Nedium fomily fncome 402 Y]
Righ femily income 9% 34.1 | Grede point aversge 2/
2.3 or lese 1,115 4.9
Righ coet: 2.4-2.8 754 s.1
fasily income 271 1.7 2.9-3.3 1,016 9.2
Medive fomily income 297 2.1 3.4-4.0 718 15.3
Righ family iacome 186 11.4

T Betalle do not add to totel vaceuse of siseing veluss.
[ Perteine to credit-hour undergreduates only.

NOTE: Percenteges are besed on undupliceted counts of eided undor!udunuu they do
not edd to totel eince eech percentege is bseed on the aumber ol eided undergreduates
with the eelected charecteristic. Deteils of the number of students may not edd to
totel due to rounding.
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A Fulrext provided by ERIC

SOURCE: U.3. Department of Bducetion, NMational Center for Educetion Stetietice,
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Chapter V: Summary

This report is concerned w1 two aspects of undergraduate student financial aid
awards. First, and foremost, n Z:scussed the financial aid awards that undergraduates,
enrolled in the fall of 1986, received. Second, the report expirred methodology; that is,
how to present a coherent and comprehensive view of the many different combinations
of financial aid awards that undergraduates receive. The findings are summarized, by
topic, in the discussion that follows.

Aid awards
Aiu awards by source of aid

There are four sources of student financial aid: Federal, State, institutional, and private.
The Federal Government was found to oe the largest supplier of student financial aid,
providing 62 percent of all aid to undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986. Institutions
were found to be the second largest suppliers of student financia! aid. They provided 21
percent of all aid to these same undergraduates. Undergraduates’ awards were more
likely to curisiet of aid from 2 single source rather than multiple sources. Nearly 60
percent of all aided undergraduates received assistance from only one source, with the
Federal Goverrnment beirig the provider in over half of these cases.

The sources of aid in = student’s award were found 1© be associated with the type of
institution the student attended, the student’s family income, and his or her attendance
status. For example, students who attended private, for-profit institutions were more likely
to receive packages of Federal aid, alone, than those who attended other types of
instituticins. On the other hand, students at public or private, not-for-profit institutions
were more likely to receive awards of institutional or private aid, alone, than those who
attended private, for-profit institutions.

Family income was also associated with the source of aid received. For example,
undergraduates with low family incomes were more likely to receive a Federal aid, only,
award than those with high family incomes. High family income students were more likely
than low family income students to receive institutional <. . ivate aid, only, awards.

Aided undergraduates who attended school full time were more likely to receive aid
packages consisting of Federal and institutional aid or Federal, State, and institutionol aid
than those undergraduates who attended on a less than full-time basis. Those %ho
attended school half time or more, but less than full time, were more likely than others to
receive Federal aid, only, awards. Finally, those who attended school less than half time
were more likely than others to receive awards of institutional or private aid, alone.
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Aid awards by type of aid

There were thre¢. typas of aid which undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986 were
awarded: grants, loans, and work-study. These students were more likely to receive an
award which consisted of a single type of aid rather than two or three types. Roughly 60
percent of aided undergraduates were awarded packages of only one type of aid. Of
these, 57 percent were in the form of grants, 37 percent were in the form of loans, and
the remaining 6 percent were in work-study. Among all aided undergraduates, 43
percent received awards consisting of grant aid alone; 28 percent received awards
consisting of grants and loans; and 14 percent relied on loans, alone, as their source of
financial aid. Loans, therefore, were more likely to be offered in combination with grants
than by themselves. Work-study was also more likely to be awarded in combination with
grant aid than by itself.

The same three factors -- type of institution, level of family income, and attendance
status -- were associated with the type of aid received in the award. Aided
undergraduates at public institutions were more likely than those at the other two types
of institutions to receive grant aid, only. Those who attended private, for-profit institutions
were more likely than cothers to be awarded either loan aid, only, or loan aid in
combination with grant aid. Those who attended private, not-for-profit institutions were
more likely than those who attended other types of institutions to receive a combination
of all three types of aid.

In general, aided undergraduates with high family incomes were more likely to receive
awards of either grant aid, only, or loan aid, only, than those with low family incomes.
However, dependent students with lower family incomes who attended low cost
institutions were more likely to receive grant, only, awards. The opposite was the case
for those who received awards which combined grant and loan aid. Students from low
income families were more likely to receive these awards than those from high income
families.

Undergraduates who attended school less than half time were more likely to receive
awards of grant aid, only, than were those who attended at least half time. On the other
hand, those who attended school at least half time were more likely to receive a
combination of grants and loans, or loans, only. This relates to the fact that the Federal
Government is the primary lender to undergraduates. It generally requires these
borrowers to attend school at least half time.

Aid awards by source and type of aid

For purposes of discussing aid awards by source and type, the student financial aid
items were grouped into eight components. Using this scheme, the component most
likely to be held by aided undergraduates was the GSL. Forty-two percent of all aided
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undergraduates held this award. Eleven percent relied on it alone and 31 percent
combined it with some other type of aid. The next most commonly held aid component
was a Pell Grant, which 36 percent of all aided students received. Five percent relied on
the Pell Grant, alone, while 31 percent combined this award with other types of aid to
make up their aid packages. Seventeen percent of all aided undergraduates were
awarded packages containing a GSL and Pell Grant. Six percent relied on the GSL and
Pell Grant combination, alone. The remaining 11 percent combined GSL and Pell with
other aid components.

Type of institution attended, level of family income, and attendance status were also
linked with awards characterized by source and type of aid received. Aided
undergraduates enrolled in private, for-profit institutions were more likely to receive GSLs,
or GSL and Pell Grant combinations than those who attended public or private, not-for-
profit institutions. Undergraduate students enrolled in public or private, for-profit
institutions were more likely to receive Pell Grants, alone, than those who attended
private, not-for-profit institutions.

Students from families with low family incomes were more likely to receive Pell Grants
or aid awards with a Pell Grant componerit than students from families with high family
income. On the other hand, aided undergraduates from families with high family incomes
were more likely to receive either a GSL, an institutional grant, or a private grant as their
only source of financial aid than were students from families with low family incomes.

Because undergraduates awarded Federal aid are generally required to attend school
at least half time, those going to school less than half time did not receive GSLs or Pell
Grants. Since students going to school less than half time were frequently employed,
they were more likely than others tc receive private grants.

Methodology

Three different methods of describing undergraduate aid awards or packages were
chosen: by source, by type, and by combinations of sources and types. Past literature
relied on the first and second methods, but primarily on the second as a way of
characterizing student financial aid awards. Unfortunately, the second method has
frequently been unable to provide unduplicated counts of students. As a result, it can
produce puzzling results. Two examples are worth mentioning. First, acommonly held
view is that a larger proportion of students from low income families receive grant aid
than those from high income families. The results of chapter Ill do not support this
contention. However, by examining the distribution of grant aid by source, as was done
in chapter IV, we found that Federal grant aid is indeed distributed as is commonly
believed. Such is not the case, however, for either institutional or private grant aid. We
have discovered that in examining the distribution of grant aid, it is important to examine
the distribution by the source of that aid.
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As a second example, a commonly held view is that loan aid is used primarily by more
wealthy families to suppiement their expected family contributions in meeting the cost of
attendance. Hence, we would expect to find that undergraduates from low income
fan.ilies were less likely to borrow than those from high income families. This result did
indeed hold for 14 percent of the aided undergraduates, those who received a loan, only,
aid award. However, we found that loan recipients were more likely to receive a loan in
combination with a grant than to roceive it by itself (28 percent). Among those who
received the grant and loan combination, we found that students from low income families
were more likely to receive this type of award than those with high family incomes. In the
past, analysis of loan recipients would include those who received a loan, only, award
and a grant and loan, only, award together. Similarly, analysis of grant recipients would
include those who received a grant, only, award and a grant, and loan, only, award
together. The weakness of this approach was two-fold. First, double counting of aid
recipients would occur and grant, and loan, only, award recipients would appear in the
analysis twice. Second, the analysis of the distribution of loans by income would be
compromised since the distribution of loan, only, recipients by income is different from
the distribution of loan and grant, only, recipients by income.

These are only two examples which illustrate that a better understanding of the
distribution of aid may be obtained by: (1) examining unduplicated counts of aided
students; and (2) characterizing aid awards by both sources and types of aid. In the
past, analysts were constrained trom following these suggestions by the databases
available to them. The NPSAS database provides analysts with a wealth of information
on student financial aid. Analysts now have the ability to characterize aid awards in
unique ways by combining sources and types of aid in different schemes. Furthermore,
since the unit of analysis is the student rather than the aid program, they may conduct
their analyses based on unduplicated counts of students. Hopefully, the appropriate use
of this powerful database will lead to a better understanding of how student financial aid
is distributed.
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Glossary

College Work-Study Program (CWS). (Public Law 89-329, as amended, Public Law
94-482, Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IV-C; 42 U.S. Code, sec. 275-1976) A
campus-based Federal program designed to stimulate and promote the part-time
employment of undergraduate and graduate students with demonstrated financial need
in eligible institutions of higher education who need earnings from employment to finance
their course of study. This program provides grants to institutions for partial
reimbursement of wages paid to students.

Dependent student. A student dependent on his or her parents or guardians for financial
support. For financial aid purposes, a student is classified as dependent unless the
definition of independent student is met.

Federal aid. Student financial aid whose source of origin is a Federal agency. This aid
can either be provided by or administered by a Federal agency. This includes, but is not
limited to, programs of the U.S. Department of Education, Department of Health and
Human Services, Department of Defense, Veterans Administration, Department of
Agriculture, and National Science Foundation.

Financial aid. Consists of grants, loans, and work-study from sources other than family
or self to help students finance a postsecondary education.

Financial aid combinations. The total financial aid award received by a student.
Combinations of aid may include grants, loans, and work-study from a variety of sources
(Federal, State, institutional, other).

4-Year doctoral institution. Institutions, or subsidiary elements, whose purpose is the
provision of postsecondary education. They also confer at least a doctoral or
first-professional degree in one or more programs.

Grants. A type of student financial aid that does not require rapayment or employment.
It is usually awarded on the basis of need, possibly combined with some skills or
characteristics the student possesses.

Guaranteed Student Loan (GSL). (Public Law 89-329, as amended, Public Law 91-95, as
amended, Public Law 94-482, Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IV-B; 20 U.S. Code, sec.
1071-1976) A long-term, low-interest loan program administered by the Federal
Government through guarantee agencies. Students borrow money for education
expenses directly from banks and other lending institutions.

Independent student. A studeni independent of financial support from his or her parents
or guardians. The factors considered are: the student's age, length of time away from
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parent’s home, status as a dependent for tax purposes, and the amount of ‘inancial
support provided by the parents to the student.

Institutional aid. Student financial aid whose source of origin is the postsecondary
institution. This aid is provided by the institution.

Less than 2-year institution. Institutions or subsidiary elements whose purpose is the
provision of postsecondary education and all of whose programs are less than 2 years
long. These institutions must offer, at a minimum, one program at least 3 months long
that results in a terminal occupational award, or is creditable toward a formal 2-year or
higher award.

Loans. A type of stuaent financial aid which advances funds and which is evidenced by
a promissory note requiring the recipient to repay the specified amount(s) under
prescribed conditions.

National Direct Student Loan (NDSL). (Public Law 83-329, as amended, Public Law
94-482, Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IV; 42 U.S. Code, sec. 2571-1976) now known
as the Carl D. Perkins Loan program. A campus-based program that sets up funds at
higher education institutions for making long-term, low-interest loans to graduate,
undergraduate, and vocational students attending school at least half-time.

Off-campus housing. Students living in their cwn or a shared off-campus residence, not
with their parents, guardians, or other relatives.

Other 4-year institution. Institutions or subsidiary elements whose purpose is the
provision of postsecondary education. They confer at least a baccalaureate or master’s
degree in one or more programs. These institutions cannot award a degree higher than
a master's.

Parent Loans for Undergraduate Students (PLUS). (Authorized under Title IV, Higher
Education Act of 1965, as amended.) A Federal program that allows parents of
dependent undergraduate, graduate and first-professional students (prior to 1987, only
dependent undergraduate students) to make long-term loans for their children’s
education expenses. These loans are made directly by banks and other lending
institutions.

(PLUS)/Auxiliary Loans to Assist Students (ALAS). (Authorized under Title IV, Higher
Education Act of 1965, as amended.) Currently known as Supplemental Loans for
Students (SLS). A Federal program that allows independent undergraduate students,
and graduate/professional students to make long-term loans for their education expenses.
These loans are made directly by banks and other lending institutions.

Pell Grants. (Public Law 92-318, as amended, Public Law 94-482, Education
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Amendments of 1972, Title IV; 20 US. Code, sec. 1070a-1976.) A Federal student
financial aid entitement program that provides eligible undergraduate students who have
not yet completed a baccalaureate program with need-based grants to help them defray
the cost of postsecondary education. (Note: Grant limitations are subject to change with
revised legislation.)

Private, for-profit institution. An educational institution that is under private control and
whose profits, derived from revenues, are subject to taxation.

Private, not-for-profit institution. An educational institution that is controlled by an
individual or by an agency other than a State, a subdivision of a State, or the Federal
Government; and is usually supported primarily by other than public funds; and the
operation of whose prograin rests with other than publicly elected or appointed officials.

Public institution. An educational institution supported primarily by public funds and
operated by publicly elected or appointed school officials programs and one whose
activities are under the control of these officials.

Racelethnicity. Categories used to describe groups to which individuals belong, or
belong in the eyes of the community, or with which they identify. The categories do not
denote scientific definitions of anthropological origins.

American Indian (or Alaskan Native). A person having origins in any of the original
peoples of North America and who maintains cultural identification through tribal
affiliation or community recognition.

Asian American (or Pacific Islander). A person having origins in any of the original
peoples of the Far East, Southeast Asia, the Indian Subcontinent, or Pacific Islands.
This includes people from China, Japan, Korea, the Philippine Islands, Samoa,
India, and Vietnam.

Black, Non-Hispanic. A person having origins in any of the black racial groups of
Africa (except those of Hispanic origin).

Hispanic. A person of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central or South American
or other Spanish culture or origin, regardless of race.

White, Non-Hispanic. A person having origins in any of the original peoples of
Europe, North Africa, or the Middle East.

Source of support. The origin of different sources of support to help the student defray
the cost of a postsecondary education.

State aid. Student financial aid whose source of origin is a State agency. This aid can
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either be provided or administered by a State agency.

Student attendance status:

Full-time undergraduate. Student enrolled for 12 or more semester credits, or 12
or more quarter credits per academic term; or 24 clock hours per week in
institutions which measure progress in terms of clock hours.

Part-time undergraduate. A student enrolled for either 11 semester credits or less
or 11 quarter credits or less per academic term; or less than 24 clock hours per
week in institutions which measure progress in terms of clock hours.

Supplementary Education Opportunity Grants (SEOG). (Public Law 92-318, as amended,
Public Law 94-482, Higher Education Act of 1965, Title IV; Subpart A-2; 20 U.S. Code,
sec. 1070b-1976). A campus-based program that provides financial assistance to
undergraduate students who have not yet completed a baccalaureate program, with
demonstrated financial need to enable them to attend college. Priority for SEOG awards
must be given to Pell Grant recipients. The grants are made directly to institutions of
higher education, which select students for the awards. (Note: Grant limitations are
subject to change with revised legislation.)

Title IV Programs. Those Federal student aid programs administered within the
Department of Education and authorized under Title IV of the Higher Education Act of
1965, as amended. Title IV programs encompass Pell Grants, Perkins (formerly NDSL)
loans, College Work-Study (CWS), Supplemental Education Opportunity Grants (SEQG),
Guaranteed Student Loans (GSL), Supplemental Loans for Students (SLS, formerly
ALAS), Parent loans for Undergraduate Students (PLUS), State Student Incentive Grants
(SSIG), and TRIO. Funds for these programs are appropriated annually by Congress.

Tuition and fees. Amount of money charged to students for instructicnal services (tuition)
and additional services that the tuition charge does not cover (feew).

2-year institution. Institutions or subsidiary elements whose purpose is the provision of
postsecondary education. They confer at Ieast a 2-year formal award (certificate or
associate degree) or have a 2-year program that is creditable toward a baccalaureate or
higher degree in one or more programs. These institutions cannot award a
baccalaureate degree.

Undergraduate student. A student enrolled in a 4-year or 5-year baccalaureate degree
program, in an associate degree program, or in a vocational or occupationally specific
program below the baccalaureate level.

Work-study. A camy.us-based program designed to stimulate and promote the part-time

50




employment of undergraduate and graduate students with demonstrated financial need.
The work-study program is distinquished from CWS in that it is a generic term used to
refer to programs that encourage the part-time employment of postsecondary students,
regardiess of the source of funding.
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Table A2.la--Alded dependent undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986, by source of aid avard,
cost of atterdance, and family income

Cost of attendance Alded
and undergraduates
family income (in thousands)

Total 3,367
Lov cost:

Low family income 547

Medium fam ly income 501

High family income 357
High cost:

Lov family income 563

Medium family income 647

High family income 7152

Total NA
Low cost

Lov family income NA

Medium family income NA

High family income NA
High cost:

Lov family income NA

Medium family income NA

High family income NA

* Includes those who did not report their source of aid

Total

100.0
lo00.0

100.0
l00.0

100.0
100.0
100.0

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA
NA

-- Too few cases for a reliable estimate
NOTE Percents are based on unduplicated counts of alded undergraduates
Details may not aid to totals due to rounding

SOURCE

only

33.1
24 9
.

24
25.0

w

$3,129

2,841
2,507
2,293

4,220
3,467
2,905

14
23.
37.

”~ -

oo

10.
24 7

Average avard for

$2,110

1,313
1,052
1,234

2,803
2,950
2,795

Federal Federal &
Private . State & state institution
only only only only
Percent

5.3 32 155 l10.0
58 20 25 5 58
79 37 17.5 4.7
127 56 55 40
13 18 22 3 11.2
2.6 2.5 15 7 13.4
4.9 4.3 6.1 15.7

$1,897 $1,221 $3,659 $5,917
1,311 -- 3,363 3,930
1,268 961 2,658 3,502
1,166 1,220 1,851 3,634
-- 1,524 4,131 7,236
2,153 1,451 3,954 7,028
2,615 1,239 3,521 5,699

U S Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,
1987 National Postsecondary Student Aid Study

Cb

Federal,
State, and
inst only

full-time aided undergraduates

$6,718

4,855
4,250

other

awards*

10 5

12.

NA

NA
NA
NA




Table A2 1b--Aided independent undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986, by source of aid award,
cos* of attendance, and family income

Cost of attendance Aided Feder Federal & Federal, all
and undergraduates Federal Inst Private State ¢ state institution State, and other
family income (in thousands) 2/ Total only only only only only only inst only awards 1/
Percent
Total 2,064 100 © 39 5 10 0 11 6 20 18 0 7 4 4 0
.ow cost
Low family income 409 100 © 42 9 72 42 17 26 2 79 35
Medium family income 402 100 © 41 1 98 9 16 24 3 78 32
High family income 49 100 © 28 & 18 2 36 2 36 43 317 11
High cost
Low family income 271 100 © k2.1 38 17 10 24 O 96 78
Medium family ine 297 100 O 471 31 23 09 21 4 97 7.5
High family income 186 100 © 41.5 14 2 11 & 2 4 85 8.1 4 2
Average award for full-time aided undergraduates
Total NA NA $3,824 §2,296 §2,355 §2,071 $4,376 §5,292 $6,667
Low cost
Low family income NA NA 3,45 -- -- -- 4,156 4,667 --
g Medium family income NA NA 3,177 -- -- -- 3,563 3,940 4,914
High family income NA NA 2,920 1,622 1,237 -- 3,144 4,691 --
High cost
Low family income NA NA 4,962 -- -- -- 5,374 6,774 8,102
Medium family income NA NA 4,564 -- -- -- 4,798 5,677 7,119
High family income NA NA 3,573 3,090 -- -- 4,650 6, 506 6,628

1/ lncludes those who did not report heir source of aid
2/ Details do not sum to total due to missing values for income and costs
-- Too few cases for a reliable estimate
NOTE Percents are based on unduplicated counts of aided undergraduates
Details may not aid to totals due to rounding.
SOURCE U S Department of Ed-'cation, National Center for Education Statistics,
1987 National Postsecondar; Student Aid Study.
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Table A2 2- Ajded undergraduates enrriled in the fall of 1986, by source of aid award
and control and level ui institution

- Control and Alded Federal Federal & Federal, All i

b 3
E level of undergraduates Federal Institution Private State & state institution State, & other
4 institution (in thousands) Total only only only only only only inst. only awards*
B T el 1
E Percent
- Total 5,431 100.0 32.4 15 2 7.7 2 8 16 & 90 69 9 6
d Public 3,540 100.0 325 17 0 89 32 19 5 63 37 89
b &-year doctoral 1,270 100.0 34.3 16.4 6 6 30 14 7 85 55 11 0
E Other &-year 836 100.0 329 12 3 6 4 31 27 9 5 6 35 83
2-year 1,361 100 0 29 7 20 6 12.8 32 18 9 4 9 23 76
;- Less than 2-year 72 100 0 51.9 11 5 47 39 18 1 36 08 55
3
Private, not-for-profit 1,380 100 0 150 15 6 6 6 25 10 7 18 1 17 3 14 2
4-year doctoral 490 100 0 14 7 16 2 80 2 4 8 2 21 0 15 9 13 6
Other 4-year 787 100 0 13 6 150 6 2 25 11 1 17 2 19 2 15 2
3 2-year 92 100 0 25 6 19 0 33 32 17 5 11 9 9 4 10 1
Less than 2-year 11 100 0 && 7 38 4 & 37 32 5 23 20 6 6
Private, for-profit 511 100 0 78 1 23 18 05 10 5 31 06 31
2-year and above 186 100.0 69 4 19 16 05 19 2 25 12 37
Less than 2-year 325 100 0 83 0 2 6 19 06 55 34 03 27
n Average award for full-time aided undergraduates
(7]
Total NA NA $3,414 $2,133 §2,005 $1,333 $3.928 $5,794 $6.708 NA
3 Public NA NA 2,791 1,601 1,329 1,138 3,466 4,184 4,664 NA
4-year doctoral NA NA 3,058 2,335 1,854 -- 3,976 4,813 4,868 NA
; Other 4-yeaz NA NA 2,787 1,367 1,190 940 3,601 3,855 4,430 NA
2-year NA NA 2,383 845 734 -- 2,841 3. 110 -- NA
3 Less than 2-year NA NA 2,811 -- -- -- 3,484 -- -~ NA
Private. aot-for-profit NA NA 3,803 3,225 3,671 1,526 5,151 6,986 7,679 NA
4-year doctoral NA NA 4,047 4,17 3,664 1,726 5,540 8 161 8,746 NA
Other 4-year NA NA 3,556 2,75 3,705 1,376 5,044 6,212 7,253 NA
2-year NA NA 3,697 1,580 -- 1,419 4,738 5,319 5.611 NA
Less than 2-year NA NA 5,288 -- -- - 5,031 -- -- NA
°rivate, Jor-profit NA NA 4,863 2,696 5,698 -- 6,095 6.574 -- NA
2-year and above NA NA 4,157 -- -- -- 5,822 7.999 -- NA
Less than 2-year NA NA 5,234 2,546 -- -- 6,611 5,831 - NA
* 1ncludes undergraduates who received aid but did not report their source of aid
-- Too few cases for a reliable estimate
NOTE  Percents are based on unduplicated zounts of aided undergraduates
Details may not aid to totals due to rounding
SOURCE U 5 Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,
1987 National Postsecondary Student Aid Study
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Table A2 3--Aided undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986, by source of aid award,

attendance status and dependency status

Selected
student
characteristic

Total

Attendance status
Full-time
Half-time or wore
Less than half-time

Dependency status
Dependent
Independent

Total

Attendance status
Full-time
Half-time or more
Less than half-time

Dependency status
Dependent
Independent

Aided
undergraduates
(in thousands)

5,431

4,200
845
386

3,366
2,064

NA

NA
NA
NA

100

100

100.

100

100.

100

NA

NA
NA
NA

NA
NA

Federal
only

331

11 7

28 0
395

§3,414

3,414
2,657
801

3,129
3,824

1 Includes those who did not report their source of aid

2 Except when attendance status is not full-time
-- Too few cases for a reliable estimate
NOTE Percents are based on unduplicated counts of aided undergraduates

Details may not aid to totals due to rounding.

SOURCE U. S Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,

1987 National Postsecondary Student Aid Study

Institution Private

only

18 &
100

only

11 6

State
only

Percent

28

ww N
=~ O

32
2.0

Federal
& state
only

15 5
18 0

Federal &
institution
only

Average award for full-time aided undergraduates2

H]

2,133

2,133
1,421
1,596

2,110
2,296

§2,005

2,005
1,152
746

1,897
2,355

§1,333

1,333
1,256

$3,928

3,928
2,684

§5,794

5,794
3,659

Federal,
state, and
inst only

N
-}

Al

1

other

AWATL

N~ O
NN

ds1l

wo
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Table A2.4--Aided undergraduates enrolled 1n the fall of 1986, by source of aid award,
age, academic level, and grade point average

Selected Aided Federal Federal & Federal , AllL
student undergraduates rederal Institution Private State & state institution State, and other
characteristic (1n thousands) Total only only only only only only tnst. only awardst
Percent
Total 5,431 100.0 32.4 15.2 7.7 2.8 16.4 9.0 6.9 9.6
Age
23 or younger 3,57 100.C 29.8 16.0 4.1 3.0 16.6 10.7 8.8 11.0
24-29 855 100.0 43.1 12.5 10.0 2.1 15.7 6.5 3.4 6.7
30 or older 1,004 100.9 32.4 1%.9 18.2 2.4 16.3 5.2 2.8 7.8
Academic level
Contact hour 387 100.0 66.5 6.1 3.8 2.2 10.4 3.0 0.8 7.2
Freshman 1,727 100.0 3.9 15.8 7.8 2.7 73 7.6 6.0 10.9
Sophomore 1,307 100.0 29.8 13.7 7.8 33 19.2 10.1 7.6 8.5
Junior 892 100.0 7.9 4.6 6.6 3.0 17.8 10.4 9.4 10.3
Senior 1,118 100.0 27.8 19.9 9.5 2.1 12.8 10.9 7.4 9.6
Grade point averagel
2.3 or less 1,115 100.0 3.8 1.3 5.0 2.7 21.5 2.3 7.0 7.6
2.4-2.8 754 100.0 29.9 13.7 5.2 3.5 19.9 10.2 9.0 8.6
2.9-3.3 1,016 100.0 28.3 15.7 9.2 2.4 15.3 9.8 8.5 10.8
3.4-4.0 718 100.0 2.7 21.1 15. 33 9.5 2.3 6.0 12.6
Average sward for full-time aided undergraduates
Total NA NA  $3,414 $2,133 $2,005 $1,333 $3,928 $5,794 $6,708 NA
23 or younger NA NA 3,22 2,073 1,885 1,237 3,855 5,932 6,761 NA
24-29 NA NA 3,725 2,857 2,262 .- 4,256 4,936 5,922 NA
30 or older NA NA 3,789 2,050 2,356 2,072 4,099 5,475 6,929 NA
Academic level
Contact hour NA NA 4,508 1,355 4,635 -- 4,510 5,227 -~ NA
Freshman NA NA 3,236 1,659 1,502 1,310 3,767 5,586 6,418 NA
Sophomore NA NA 3,112 1,715 1,682 1,065 3,765 5,415 6,592 NA
Junior NA NA 3,163 2,385 2,082 1,201 3,936 5,951 6,875 NA
Senior NA NA 3,360 3,145 2,384 1,635 4,387 6,335 7,078 NA
Grade point averagel
2.3 or less NA NA 3,247 2,094 2,177 1,41 3,968 5,446 6,494 NA
2.4-2.8 NA NA 3,126 2,191 2,094 1,284 4,019 5,587 6,485 NA
2.9-3.3 NA NA 3,142 1,977 1,617 1,201 3,904 5,917 6,840 NA
3.4-4.0 NA NA 3,342 2,575 1,544 1,225 4,054 5,411 6,457 NA

1 Includes those who did not report their source of aid.
2 Applies to credit-hour students only.
-- Too few cases for & reliable estimate.
NOTE: Percents are based on unduplicated counts of aided undergraduates.
Details may not aid to totals due to rounding.
SOURCE: U. S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,
1987 National Postsecondary Student Aid Study.
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Table A2.5--Aided undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986, by source of aid,
sex, and race/ethnicity

E Aid award by source of aid
ieeeeeem e mee e eaeeee—— e e—aeee e e————— e
g Selected Aided federal Federal ¢ Federal, All
zf student undergradustes federal Institution Private State L state institution State, and other
g characteristic (in thousands) Total only only only only only only inst. only awards*®
: Percent
Total 5,431 100.0 32.4 15.2 7.7 2.8 16.4 9.0 6.9 9.6
Sex
Male 2,392 100.0 32.8 16.2 7.1 3.1 15.1 9.5 6.9 9.3
E Female 3,039  100.0 32.0 14%.4 8.1 2.5 17.4 8.6 6.9 10.1
Race/ethnicity
American Indian 56 100.0 3%.5 16.6 2.8 4.4 16.3 6.4 5.1 13.9
Asian American 257 100.0 24.0 17.9 6.7 2.2 21.7 8.5 9.5 1.5
5 Black, non-Hispenic 698 100.0 43.2 9.1 4.2 1.3 20.2 9.0 5.0 8.0
8 Hispanic 3% 100.0 38.8 12.1 5.1 1.8 21.6 6.9 5.2 8.5
White, non-Hispenic 4,025 100.0 30.4 16.4 8.8 3.1 14%.9 9.3 7.2 9.9
E Average award for full-time aided undergradustes
| Total NA NA 83,414 $2,133  $2,005 $1,333  $3,928 $5,794 $6,708 NA
Sex
Male NA NA 3,416 2,486 2,105 1,409 3,948 6,117 6,839 NA
| Female NA NA 3,492 1,804 1,93 1,268 3,914 5,509 6,603 NA
| Race/ethnicity
American Indian NA NA 3,401 -~ -- -- - -- -- NA
Asian American NA NA 3,965 2,878 -- - 3,725 6,639 7,082 NA
Black, non-Hispanic NA NA 3,79 2,589 2,186 -- 4,328 6,125 7,614 NA
Hispanic NA NA 3,919 2,042 -- -- 3,858 5,789 7,398 NA
white, non-Hispenic NA NA 3,235 2,031 1,869 1,325 3,869 5,685 6,522 NA

* Includes those who did not report their source of aid.

-+ Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

NOTE: Percentages are based on unduplicated counts of aided undergraduates.
Oetails may not aid to totals due to rounding.

SOURCE: U. S. Oepartment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,

1987 National Postsecondary Student Aid Study.
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Teble A3.1s--Aided dependent undergradustes enrolled in the fall of 1986, by type of aid sward,
cost of attendance, end family income

.......................................................................................................

Grants,
Cost of attendance lvans, & Grants
and Aided Grants work- L work- Att
femily income undergraduates Grants L loans Loans study study other
(in thousands) Total only only only only only swards®
Percent

Total 3,367 100.0 40.4 26.1 15.1 9.6 4.5 4.3
Low cost:

Low family income 547 100.0 58.0 20.0 5.2 5.¢ 8.0 2.9

Medium femily income 501 100.0 48.8 19.8 17.6 4.7 3.4 5.7

High family income 357 100.0 55.4 8.2 5.6 1.% 3.4 6.7
High cost:

3 Low family income 563 100.0 28.6 43.8 5.1 159 4.8 1.8
Medium family income 647 100.0 26.3 3%.8 15.0 171 3.9 2.9
High family income 52 100.0 35.6 22.6 23.2 8.6 3.6 8.4

Aversge award for full-time aided undergradustes

Total NA NA 82,373 85,248 32,609 37,352 $4,468 NA
Low cost:

Low family income NA NA 2,064 4,318 2,684 5,383 4,089 NA

Medium family income NA NA 1,380 3,708 2,379 4,923 3,026 NA

High family income NA NA 1,280 3,093 2,125 -- 3,511 NA
High cost:

Low family income NA NA 3,354 6,076 3,347 8,248 5,050 NA

Medium family income NA NA 3,089 5,736 3,027 7,649 5,359 NA

High femily income NA NA 2,917 5,141 2,827 7,650 4,787 NA

* Includes those who did not report the type of aid they received.

== Too few cases for a relisble estimate.

NCTE: Percents are based on unduplicated counts of aided undergraduates.
Details mey not aid to totals due to rounding.

SOURCE: U. S. Department of Education, Mation ' Center for Education Statistics,

1987 National Postsecondsry Student Aid Study
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- Tuble A3.1b--Aided independent undergradustes enrolled in the fall of 1986, by type of aid swerd,
cost of attendence, and family income

........................................................................................................

N Gramts,
Cost of attendence loane 2 Grants
E and Aided Grants work- & work- AL
L family income undergraduates Grants & losns Loans atudy study other
3 (in thousands) 2/ Total enly only only only only awards 1/
N Percent
- Totat 2,006 1000 47.2  30.0 11.2 .6 .5 2.5
Lo cost:
Low family income 409 100.0 51.2 8.3 3.6 6.3 8.4 2.2
Medium family income 402 100.0 49.6 28.6 10.5 3.4 5.1 2.8
High family income 494 100.0 68.9 9.8 %.7 0.4 2.3 3.9
g High cost:
Low family income n 100.0 27.9 52.7 3.4 10.4 4.4 1.2
Medium family income 97 100.0 27.0 9.7 1.7 6.6 3.9 141
High family income 186 100.0 36.1 27.0 8.7 2.6 1.2 3.4
Average suerd for full-time aided undergracumtes
Total NA NA 82,663 $5,497 33,093 $6,749 34,004 NA
1 Lom cost:
Low family income NA NA 2,269 5,141 3,008 6,107 4,07 NA
Medium family income NA NA 2,290 4,724 2,933 5,936 4,281 NA
] High family income NA NA 1,79 4,022 2,466 - - NA
High cost:
Low family income NA NA 3,666 6,312 3,908 7,624 5,332 NA
Medium family income NA NA 3,588 5,737 3477 7,427 - NA
High family income NA NA 3,366 5,762 3,3n - .- NA

1/ Includes those who did not report the type of aid they received.

2/ Details do not sum to total due to missing values for income and costs.

-~ Too few cases for a relisble estimete.
NOTE: Percents are based on undupl icated counts of aided uncergraduates,
] Details may not aid to totals due to rounding.
SOURCE: U. S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,
1987 National Postsecondary Student Aid Study.




Table A3.2--Aided undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986, by type of aid sward,
and control and level of institution

Average sward for

Percent full-time sided undergraduates

Grants, Grants,
tosns, & Grants losns,& Grants
Control and Aided Grants work- & work- All Grants work- & work-
tevel of undergraduates Grants & loans Loans study study other Grants & loans Loans study study

institution (in thousands) Total only only orly only only awards® only only only only only

Total 5,431  100.0 43.0 27.6 13.6 7.7 4.5 3.6 $2,458 85,343 82,93 $7,216 $4,583
Public 3,540 100.0 50.3 21.9 131 5.5 5.2 4.0 1,885 4,312 2,433 5,602 3,937
4-year doctoral 1,270  100.0 37.3 28.8 17.5 7.2 4.7 4.5 2,252 4,511 2,490 5,805 5,151
Other 4-year 836 100.0 41.2 264 153 8.9 5.6 4.6 1,935 4,157 2,395 5,066 3,431
2-yesr 1,361 100.0 67.6 13.8 7.8 2.1 5.4 3.3 1,560 3,999 2,299 5,051 3,262
g{ Less than 2-year 72 100.0 56.6 23.2 9.3 2.8 3.9 4.2 1,677 4,535 -- - --
Private, not-for-profit 1,380 100.0 3%.2 32.3 9.9 15.8 4.3 3.5 3,967 6,575 3,048 8,838 6,276
4-year doctoral 490 100.0 3%.3 31.3  10.7 16.0 3.4 4.3 4,796 7,623 3,228 10,316 7,282
Other 4-year 787 100.9 33.0 32.7 9.0 17.0 5.2 3.1 3,577 6,096 2,934 8,040 5,972
2-year 92 100.0 43.7 33.4 11.8 6.3 1.5 3.3 2,739 5,197 2,818 7,387 --
Less than 2-year 11 100.0 36.5 41.2 1.7 3.4 3.0 1.2 5,461 6,139 3,139 -- --
Private, for-profit 511  100.0 16.2 5.9 27.3 0.7 0.3 0.6 3,992 6,087 3,674 -- .-
2-year and above 186 100.0 15.9 49.0 32.6 1.1 0.4 1.0 4,080 5,679 3,228 -- --
Less than 2-year 225 100.0 16.3 56.3 24.3 0.5 0.2 0.4 3,9%6 6,307 4,057 -- --

* Includes those who did not report the type of aid they received.

-- Too few cases for a relisble estimate.

NOTE: Percents are based on unduplicated counts of aided undergradustes.
Oetails may not aid to totals due to roundirg.

SOURCE: U. S. Oepartment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,

1987 National Postsecondsry Student Aid Study.
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Table A3.3--Aided undergradustes enrolled in the fall of 1986, by type of aid swerd,
attendence status, and dependency status

Average award for

Percent full-time aided undergradustes2
Grants, Grants,
loans,& Grants loans,& Grents
Selected Aided Grants work- & work- Att Grents work- & work-
student undergraduates Grants & loans Loans study  study other Grants & losns Losns  study  study
characteristic (in thousands) Total only only only only only awards?t only only only only only
Total 5,431 100.0 43.0 27.6 13.6 1.7 4.5 3.6 82,456 85,343 82,793 87,216 $4,583
Attendance status
Full-time 4,200 100.0 3.8 31.3 1463 9.4 4.9 3.3 2,456 5,343 2,193 7,287 4,583 |
Half-time or more 845 100.0 54.2 20.8 15.2 2.6 2.9 4.3 1,410 4,277 2,603 5,961 4,564 |
Less than half-time 38 100.0 85.3 2.5 2.6 0.0 3.0 6.6 795 -- -- -- .- |
8 Dependency status
Dependent 3,366 100.0 40.4 26.1 151 9.6 4.5 4.3 373 5 w4 ,689 7,352 4,468
Independent 2,064 100.0 47.2 30.0 1.2 4.6 4.5 2.5 4,80«

1 Includes those who did not report the type of aid they received.
2 Except where attendence status is otherwise indicated.
-- Too few cases for a reliablc estimate.
NOTE: Percents are based on unduplicated counts of sided undergraduates.
Details may not aid to totals due to rounding.
SOURCE: U. S. Departmer of Education, Nationsl Center for Education Statistics,
1987 National Postsecondary Student Aid Study.
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Table A3.4--Aided undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986, by tyre of aid awsrd
age, academic level, and grade point average

Average award for

Percent full-time gided undergraduates
Grants, Grants,
loans,& Grants loasns,& Grants
Selected Aided Grants work- & work- ALl Grants work- & work-
student undergraduates Grants & loans Loans study study other Grants & leans  Loans study study
characteristic (in thousands) Total only only only only only awards1 only only only only
Total 5,431 100.0 «3.0 27.6 13.6 7.7 4.5 3.6 $2,456 85,343 82,793 87,216
Age
23 or younger 3,5 100.0 38.2 29.0  14.2 10.0 4.7 3.9 2,397 5,338 2,735 7,308
24-29 855 100.0 4.7 28.2 14.9 3.9 4.8 3.5 2,614 5,149 2,803 6,574
30 or older 1,004 100.C 58.4 2.2 10.2 2.6 3.5 3.1 2,631 5,65 3,19 6, TN
g Academic Level
Contact hour 387 100.0 346.4 1.5 19,4 1.6 1.7 1.4 2,625 5,942 3,83 --
Freshmen 1,727 100.0 48.2 26.7 12.7 6.5 3.8 2.1 2,219 5,240 2,663 7,284
Sophomore 1,307 100.0 45.4 B.7T 122 8.3 4.8 3.6 2,300 5,295 2,713 6,792
Junior 892 100.0 37.8 28.5 143 10.6 4.7 4.1 2,749 5,170 2,564 7,307
senior 1,118 100.0 39.2 5.9 144 8.5 6.1 6.2 2,874 5,401 2,765 7,552
Grade point average2
2.3 or less 1,115 100.0 38.0 29.2 143 9.2 5.4 3.9 2,553 5,035 2,5™ 6,793
2.4-2.8 754 100.0 38.5 28.9 14.0 9.7 5.1 3.8 2,452 5,057 2,744 7,062
2.9-3.3 1,016 100.0 41.8 2r.0  12.9 9.3 4.5 4.5 2,310 5,308 2,615 7,301
3.4-4.0 ns 100.0 52.7 20.7 10.9 5.7 5.3 4.7 2,510 5,603 2, 7,151

1 Includes those who did not report the type of aid they received.

2 Pertains to credit-hour students only.

<~ Too few ceses for a reliable estivate.

NOTE: Percents are based on unduplicated counts of aided undergraduates.
Oetails may not aid to totals due to rounding.

SOURCE: U. S. Oepartment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,

1987 National Postsecondary Student Aid Study.
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Teble A3.5--Aided undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986, by type of aid svard,
sex, and rece/ethnicity

.......................................................................................................

Average award for

Percent full-time aided undergradustes
Grents, Grents,
loans,t Grents losns, & Grents
Selected Aided Grants work- & work- Att Grents work- & work-
student undergradustes Grants & losns Loans  study study other Grants & loans Loans study study
charscteristic (in thousands) Total only only only only only swards® only only only only only
Total 5,431  100.0 43.0 27.6 13.6 7.7 4.5 3.6 $2,456 85,343 82,793 87,216 34,53
Sex
Male 2,392 100.0 43.3 27.0 14.1 7.4 4.1 4.1 2,666 5,446 2,826 7,386 4,827
Female 3,039 100.0 42.7 28.1 13.2 7.9 4.8 3.3 2,287 5,263 2,764 7,090 4,412
Race/ethnicity
2 Asericen Indisn 56 100.0 49.5 2.3 7.7 3.5 7.3 7.7 3,342 5,885 -- - -
Asisn Americen 257  100.0 4.5 24.2 7.8 8.0 10.4 5.1 3,193 6,220 2,813 8,428 4,856
Black, non-Nisp 698  100.0 39.8 34.5 8.9 8.3 6.2 2.3 2,873 5,399 2,631 7,489 4,539
Hispanic 396 100.0 45.9 9.2 1.2 5.3 5.2 3.2 2,607 6,062 3,358 7,620 3,838
wvhite, non-Nisp 4,025 100.0 43.1 26.5 15.% 7.9 3.7 3.7 2,309 5,209 2,769 7,041 4,620

.........................................................................................................................................

* Includes those who did not report the type of aid they received.

-- Too feu cases for a relisble estimets.

NOTE: Percents are based on unduplicated counts of aided undergraduates.
Details may not aid to totals due to rounding.

SOURCE: U. S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,

1987 Nstional Postsecondary Student Aid Study.
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Petl, OFG, Other GSL, Pell,
Cost of attendance Aided Insti- GSL State Federal OFG, State ALl
and undergraduates tution "rivate and Pell grant grants State grant other
femily income (in thousands) Total GSL grant grant Pell grant (POS) (OfG) grants (GPOS) awards®
Percent

Total 3,367 100.0 10.7 1.4 7.6 5.8 4.7 3.6 3.1 2.4 2.0 48.7
Low cost:

Low income 547 100.0 4.2 11.2 5.8 6.3 11.2 9.1 3.4 2.0 2.7 T

Medium income 501  100.0 1%.3 17.6 7.8 2.3 2.6 2.4 2.7 33 1.7 45.3

High income 357 10c.0 18.1 28.1 12.3 0.1 0.6 0.1 1.8 4.1 0.0 3.8
High cost:

Low income 563 100.0 4.1 4.3 1.3 12.5 4.7 5.1 1.0 1.7 3.6 61.7

Medium 1ncome 647 100.0 12.2 7.6 2.5 1.9 1.2 1.0 1.2 2.1 1.2 69.1

8 High income 752 100.0 17.9 18.7 4.7 0.1 0.0 0.0 1.4 3.8 0.0 53.4

Average award for full-time aided undergraduates

Total NA NA 82,587 81,835 $1,658 84,904 $1,554 $3,076 33,090 $995 $5,270 NA
Low cost:

Low income NA NA 2,745 1,119 1,137 4,393 1,452 2,818 .- -- 4,488 NA

Medium income NA NA 2,336 870 1,129 3,439 -- - -- 787 -- NA

High income NA NA 2,166 1,061 1,087 -- -- -- -- 610 -- NA
High cost:

Low income NA NA 2,970 2,693 .- 4,962 1,795 3,648 -- 1,337 5,855 NA

Medium income NA NA 2,737 2,728 1,840 3,907 -- .- -~ 1,35 4,529 NA

nigh income NA NA 2,415 2,659 2,197 -- -- -- 5,140 877 -- NA

* Includes those who did not report the source or type of their award.

-- Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

NOTE: Percents are based on unduplicated counts of aided undergraduates.
Details may not aid to totals due to rounding.

SOURCE: U. S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,

1987 National Postsecondary Student Aid Study.
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Table A4.1b--Aided independent undergredustes enrolled in the fall of 1986, by aid award, cost of attendance, and level of family income

U T 'wfmwmmw-m?r?wqum

..................................................................................................

Pell, OFG, Other GsL, pell,
3 Cost of attendance Aided Insti- GSL State Federal OFG, State Att
E end undergraduates tution Privete and Petl grant grants State grant other
; family income {in thousands) 2/ Total GSL grant grant Pell grant (POS) (OFG) grants (GPOS) awards 1/
Percent
Total 2,064 100.0 10.7 11.4 7.6 5.8 4.7 3.6 31 2.4 2 48.7
Low cost: ~
Low income 409 100.0 3.0 6.0 4.2 10.6 14.7 7.8 5.3 1.4 3.7 43.3
Medium income 402 100.0 8.9 7.4 4.7 7.3 10.4 7.3 3.5 1.4 2.8 46.3
High income 494 100.0 1.3 14.2 34.1 0.7 1.5 0.3 10.9 3.0 0.2 23.8
High cost:
Low income 2n 100.0 2.6 2.6 1.7 18.9 7.2 5.6 0.9 0.6 6.9 53.0
~ Medium income 297 100.0 9.3 2.1 2.1 17.8 4.9 5.4 1.8 0.8 3.4 52.4
o High income 186 100.0 a3 10.1 11.4 2.5 1.0 1.1 4.0 2.0 0.8 43.8
Average award for full-time aided undergradustes
Total NA NA 82,587 $1,835 81,658 $4,90. 81,554 $3,076 3,090 $995 $5,270 NA
Low cost:
Low income NA NA 3,065 .- .- 4,976 1,67 2,89 -- -- 5,297 NA
: Medium income NA NA 2,852 -- . 4,579 1,563 2,530 - -- -- NA
; High income NA NA 2,514 &7 992 .- -- -- 3,244 .- -- NA
High cost:
Low income NA NA 3,257 -- -- 5,548 1,877 4,099 .- -- 5,951 NA
Medium income NA NA 3,261 -- -- 5,331 1,743 3,601 .- -- 5,782 NA
High income NA NA 3,004 1,977 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- NA
i/ Includes those who did not report the source or type of aid they received.
2/ Details do not add to total due to missing values for income and costs.
-- Too few cases for a reliable estimete.
NOTE: Percents are based on unduplicated counts of aided undergraduates.
Details may not aid to totais due to rounding.
SOURCE: U. S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statist’cs,
1987 National Postsecondary Student Aid Study.
L 8i £

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

g




ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Y2

Pell, 07G, Other GSL, Pell,
Control and Aided Insti- GSL State federal OFG, State ALt
level of undergraduates tution Private and Pell grant grants State grant other
institution (in thousands) Total GSL grant grant Pell grant (POS) (OFG) grants (GPOS) awards®
Percent
Total 5,631 100.0 10.7 11.4 7.6 5.8 4.7 3.6 31 2.4 2.0 48.7
Public 3,540 100.0 10.2 12.7 8.8 3.8 6.3 4.4 4.1 2.7 2.2 4.8
4-year doctoral 1,270 100.0 13.9 11.4 6.5 5.1 3.5 1.7 2.4 2.4 1.7 51.4
Other 4-year 836 100.0 12.3 8.5 6.3 38 5.2 6.6 2.2 2.7 3.3 9.1
2-yeor 1,361 100.0 5.6 16.7 12.8 2.3 9.3 5.8 6.6 2.8 2.2 36.1
Less than 2-yeer T 100.0 8.7 10.8 4.7 9.8 13.3 0.2 10.0 3.5 0.0 39.0
Private, not-for-profit 1,380 500.0 7.8 1.7 6.5 1.6 0.8 1.7 1.9 2.3 1.3 65.3
4-yeor doctoral 490 100.0 8.1 11.3 7.9 0.9 0.9 1.0 1.4 2.1 0.8 65.6
Other 4-year 787 100.0 7.3 11.6 6.0 1.6 0.4 1.8 0.8 2.3 1.4 67.0
2-year 92 100.0 9.6 15.9 33 5.7 3.0 3.4 0.8 3.2 2.2 52.9
Less than 2-yesr 1 100.0 12.1 35 4.6 18.3 0.9 9.1 3.6 1.8 5.5 40.8
Private, for-profit 511 100.0 22.1 1.8 1.8 30.7 6.1 2.7 1.6 0.5 2.4 32.3
2-year and sbove 186 100.0 5.9 1.4 1.6 20.4 3.0 6.3 1.2 0.5 5.0 36.7
Less then 2-yesr 325 100.0 20.0 2.0 1.9 36.6 4.8 1.8 1.8 0.5 0.9 9.7
Average aid award for full-time aided undergraduates
Total NA NA 32,587 81,835 $1,658 34,904 81,554 $3,076 33,090 $995 $5,270 NA
Public NA NA 2,345 1,281 1,124 4,010 1,463 2,720 2,39 790 4,728 NA
4-year doctoral NA NA 2,308 1,926 1,527 4,038 1,561 3,129 2,195 949 4,829 NA
Other 4-year NA NA 2,321 1,070 1,089 3,939 1,656 2,982 2,9 664 4,877 NA
2-year NA NA 2,450 701 633 3, 1,340 2,347 2,17 .- 4,495 NA
Less than 2-yeer NA NA -~ -- .- 4,13 1,693 - .- -- -- NA
Private, not-for-profit NA NA 2,647 3,032 3, 1m 4,602 1,9 4,249 6,848 1,240 6,419 NA
4-yeor doctoral NA NA 2,788 4,200 3,283 9,999 .- 9,999 7,815 1,342 -- NA
Other 4-year NA NA 2,518 2,539 3,063 4,334 -- 4,320 -- 1,161 6,261 NA
2-year NA NA 2,733 1,378 -- 4,209 -- 3,86 -- 1,285 - NA
Less then 2-year NA NA -- -- -- 5,96 -- -- -- -- -- NA
Private, for-profit NA NA 3,292 1,850 6,148 5,760 2,19 4,574 5,267 -- A.936 NA
2-year and above NA NA 2,859 9,999 -- 4,812 2,2% 4,331 -- -- 6,950 NA
Less then 2-year NA NA 3,658 1,507 -- 6,09 2,19 4,873 4,820 -- -- NA

* Includes those who did not report their source or type of aid.

-- Too few cases for a relisble estimate.

NOTE: Percentages are based on unduplicated counts of aided undergraduates .
Oetails may not aid to totals due to rounding.

SOURCE: U. S. Oepartment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,

1987 National Postsecondary Student Aid Study.
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Table A4.3--Aided undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986, by source and type of eward, sttendance status, and dependency status

...............................................................................................................................................

Selected
student
characteristic

Aided

undergraduates
(in thousands)

Total

Insti-
tutifn
grant

Private

grant

pell, OFG,

State
grant
(POS)

Other

Federal

grants
(0FG)

State
grants

...............................................................................................................................................

Total

Attendence status
Full-time
Half-time or mor:
Less than half-Cime

Dependency status
Dependent
I ndependent

Total

Attendence status
Full-time
Half-time Oor more
Less than half-time

Dependency status
D 14

100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0

NA

NA
NA
NA

NA
NA

$2,587

2,587
2,605

2,472
2,912

1.4

10.0
1.9
26.2

13.8
7.6

7.6

3.5
12.1
«“.9

5.2
1.5

GSL
and petl
pell grant
Percent
5.8 4.7
6.3 4.5
6.0 7.8
0.0 0.0
3.9 3.3
9.0 7.0

Average award for full-time aided undergraduates?

$1,835

1,835
a3
74

1,922
1,207

$1,658

1,658
985
532

1,611
1,810

$4,904  $1,554
4,9 1,554
4,139 1,255
4,582 1,4M
5,138 1,636

$3,076

3,076
1,798

$3,090

3,090
2,057
1,140

tﬂNN [
- O N &~

- N
~®

$995

...............................................................................................................................................

1 Includes those who did not report the source or type of award.

¢ Pertains to full-time status uniless otherwise indicated.

<= Too few cases for a reliable estimate.
Percents are based on unduplicated counts of aided undergraduates.

NOTE:

Details may not aid to totals due to rounding.

SOURCE :

1987 National Postsecondsry Student Aid Study.

U. S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,

GSL, Pell,

OFG, State All
grant other
(GPOS) awards1

2 48.7
2.3 56.0
1.3 36.7
0.0 18.0
1.5 52.9
2.8 41.7
$5,270 NA
5,270 NA
4,675 NA
.- NA
4,988 NA
5,545 NA
o
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Selected pell, OFG, Other GsL, pell,
student Aided Insti- GsL State Federal OFG, State All
characteristic undergraduates tution Private and Pell grant grants State grant other
(in thousands) Total GSL grant grant pell grant (POS) (OFG) grents (GPOS) avards!
Percent
Total 5,431 100.0 10.7 1.4 7.6 5.8 4.7 3.6 3.1 2.4 2.0 48.7
23 or younger 3,571  100.0 11.3 12.2 4.0 5.1 4.1 3.1 1.5 2.6 1.8 54.3
24-29 855 100.0 11.1 8.3 9.9 8.6 7.0 3.5 6.0 1.5 2.1 42.0
30 or older 1,006 100.0 8.0 11.3 18.2 6.0 4.9 5.1 6.5 2.1 2.5 35.4
Academic level
Contact hour 387 100.0 16.3 5.3 3.8 2.2 8.4 2.6 4.5 2.1 1.6 33.2
Freshmen 1,727 100.0 9.9 13.6 7.6 6.0 S.4 4.2 3.0 2.6 2.2 45.5
Sophomore 1,307 100.0 9.3 10.1 7.8 3.7 5.0 4.7 3.4 2.6 2.2 51.2
dunior 892 100.0 11.7 10.7 6.5 3.6 3.0 3.4 2.6 2.6 1.9 $6.0
Senior 1,118 100.0 10.8 12.4 9.4 4.2 3.4 1.7 2.8 1.7 1.8 51.8
Grade point average2
.3 0r less 1,115  100.0 11.4 8.9 4.9 6.3 5.3 4.6 2.3 2.3 2.3 51.7
2.4-2.8 100.0 10.7 9.8 5.1 4.2 4.1 3.9 3.5 2.8 2.6 53.3
2.9-3.3 1,016 100.0 10.1 10.7 9.2 3.9 4.1 2.3 2.9 2.0 2.4 52.4
3.4-4.0 718  100.0 8.2 14.9 15. 3.1 3.3 2.1 3.1 2.9 0.9 46.2
Aversge swerd for full-time ajded undergraduates
Total NA NA 82,587 81,835 $1,658 4,904 $1,554 $3,076 33,090 $995 $5,270 NA
23 or younger NA NA 2,505 1,911 1,609 4,667 1,538 3,068 2,876 931 5, 154 NA
24-29 NA NA 2,705 1,677 1,931 5,043 1,641 3,23 3,916 .- 5,624 NA
30 or older NA NA 3,025 1,044 1,672 5,480 1,51 3,062 2,760 1,520 5,353 NA
Academic level
Contact hour NA NA 3,417 841 3,052 5,819 1,698 4,795 2,819 -- 5,643 NA
Freshman NA NA 2,664 1,579 1,207 4,685 1,560 3,045 2,598 945 5,eM NA
Sophomore NA NA 2,517 1,58 1,516 4,499 1,631 2,928 3,011 833 5,112 NA
Junior NA NA 2,017 2,466 1,895 4,27 1,628 2,908 3,778 989 5,214 NA
Senior NA NA 2,577 2,3% 1,985 4,546 1,540 3,223 3,493 1,062 5,611 NA
Grade point average2
2.3 or less NA NA 2,381 2,0 1,555 4,485 1,582 3,293 2,270 1,014 5,199 NA
2.4-2.8 NA NA 2,540 2,049 1,996 4,245 1,357 2,820 3,225 914 5,381 NA
2.9-3.3 NA NA 2,445 1,778 1,315 4,632 1,640 2,809 3,693 5,100 NA
3.4-4.0 NA NA 2,659 1,896 1,633 5,327 1,556 3,3% .- 1,018 .- NA

...............................................................................................................................................

1 Includes those who did not report the source or type of aid received.

2 Pertaing to credit-hour students only.

-~ Too few ceses for a relisble estimete.

NOTE: Percent=ges are based on unduplicated counts of aided undergraduates.
Details mey not sid to totals due to rounding.

SOURCE: U. S. Department of Education, Nationsl Center for Education Statistics,

1987 National Postsecondary Student Aid Study.
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Table A4.5--Aided undergraduates enrotled in the fall of 1986, by source and type of aid awa-d, sex, and race/ethnicity

Selected
student
characteristic

Aided
undergraduates
(in thousands)

Insti-
tution

Private
grant

GSL
and
pett

Other

Federal

grants
(OFG)

State
grants

Total
Sex

Male

Female

Race/ethnicity
Americen Indian
Asisn American
Black, non-Hispenic
Wispanic
white, non-Hispenic

Total
Sex

Male

Female

Race/ethnicity
Americen Indian
Asian American
Black, non-Hispanic
Hispanic
white, non-Hispanic

5,431

2,392
3,039

56
257

394
4,025

NA

NA
NA

NA
NA
NA
NA
NA

100.0

100.0
100.0

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

NA

NA
NA

NA
NA
NA
NA
NA

-0 OO &~
[ 2- % -T2

-

$2,587

2,600
2,575

2,831
2,657

Average aid award for full-time undergraduates

$1,835

2,125
1,569

2,261
2,592

v
ocoN~ND

$1,658

1,763
1,583

-
sO0oNSO
e o e e
SR X N F{V]

$4,904

4,656
5,034

5,282
5,07
5,947
4,59

pell, OFG,

State

pellt grant

grant (POS)

Percent

4.7 3.6
4.1 31
5.2 3.9
11.8 7.9
4.1 5.5
8.7 5.7
6.2 8.0
3.8 2.6

$1,554 $3,076
1,468 3,028
1,606 3,106
-- 2,712
1,597 3,378
1,289 3,325
1,548 2,925

- (V']
. .
~NO -

W W W
NOOOW

* Includes those who did not report the source or type of aid received.

-- Too few cases for a
NOTE:

reliable estimate.
Percentages are based on unduplicated counts of aided undergraduates.

Details may not aid to totals due to rounding.

SOURCE:

1987 National Postsecondary Student Aid Study.

U. s. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,

GSL, Pell,

OFG, State Atl
grant other
(GPOS) awards*

2.0 48.7
1.8 48.8
2.2 48.8
2.3 47.0
1.5 56.9
2.8 48.1
2.6 45.3
1.8 48.8
$5,270 NA
5,236 NA
5,292 NA
-- NA
-- NA
5,645 NA
5,545 NA
5,123 NA
8]
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The 1987 National Postsecondary Student Aid Study (NPSAS) was conducted during
the 1986-87 school year after an extensive national field test in 1965-86. The full-scale

study involved 59,886 postsecondary students selected from 1,074 postsecondary
institutions.

. Sample Design

Students were selected for the 1987 NPSAS as the third stage in a three stage sample
design. The first stage of sampling consisted of selecting geographic areas based upon
three-digit ZIP code areas. The largest primary sampling units (PSUs) were selected with
certainty. Of the 361 PSUs in the universe, the 50 largest PSUs were included in the
sample with certainty. The remaining PSUs were stratified on the basis of the State in
which the PSU was located and 70 PSUs were selected with probability proportional to
their measure o size (i.e., the total number of students enrolled in postsecondary
education).

nstituti lina

Once the 120 PSUs were selected, the second stage of the sample selection process
was institutions within selected PSUs. A total of 7,814 schools was identified in the 120
sample PSUs.

Institutions in these 120 PSUs were then classified into 10 strata for sample selection,
based upon the control of the institution (public, private, not-for-profit, and private,
for-profit) and type (highest degree awarded). Five-hundred and eight institutions were
large enough to be selected with certainty. The remaining institutions were sampled
within strata with probability proportional to the total enroliment in the institution.

A total of 1,342 institutions and branch campuses was selected. A special
supplemental sample was designed for New York State after the national sample of

schools had already been selected that added an additional 11 campuses and increased
the numbers of sample institutions to 1,353.

Ninety-two percent of the sampled institutions agreed to participate in the study. When
participating institutions were weighted to reflect total enrolimant, the final weighted
institutional response rate was 94.6 percent.

Student sampling
The third stage of the sampling process was the selection of students within
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participating institutions. Institutions were asked for a list of all stuae.:ts »rolled on or
about October 15, 1986. All students enrolled for courses for credit, in a degree or formal
award program, or in a vocational or occupationally specific program were eligible for
selection, including part-time and full-time students and aided and nor:aided students.
If a student also was in a high school program, he/she was nct eligible.

Students were stratified by level (undergraduate, graduate, and first-professional) and
systematically sampled, using a random start and a prespecified sampling rate that varied
by student level. Sampling rates for graduate and first-professional students were 3 to
7 times the rate for undergraduate students, resulting in a total student sample of 59,886.

The sample of undergraduate consisted as 34,544 students. The overall response rate
for the student questionnaire was 71.2 percent. ltem nonresponse was not a significant
problem. ltem response rates for almost all items was close to 100 percent for the items
used in this report. The exeptions were for the number of credit hours and the
cumulative grade point average of undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986. For these
items the non-response rates were 7 percent. The average student response rate was
71 percent and ranged from the low 60s to the high 70s across selected classification
variables. Table B.1 provides more details. Table B.1 below gives record response rates
for the student mail questionnaire. The rates generally apply to all students rather than
just undergraduates.

Il. Data Sources

The data in this report were obtained from multiple sources. Once a student sample
was identified at an institution, fall 1986 enrollmen* ~ata on each sampled member were
obtained from administrative records from Dece;.: ‘v 1986 through March, 1987. For
each sample member with a financial aid record, the aid record was obtained at this time
and was subsequently updated in the summer of 1987 at the end of the 1986-87 Federal
financial aid program fiscal year. These updated records reflected aid award status and
amounts for the entire 1986-87 school year.

In March, 1987, each of the 59,886 students sampled for the NPSAS was sent a
questionnaire to his/her school or local address as identified in the institution’s registration
records. After significant follow-up attempts were made by mail, all nonrespondents to
the mail survey were targeted for telephone interviews that encompassed all but five items
in the mail questionnaire. The overall response rate across all ievels of students and
types and controls of institutions in the sample was 72 percent.

In addition to extensive editing of the student questionnaire data, a significant amount
of telephone follow-up to retrieve missing or out-of-range responses on 21 key items was

carried out. These key items included sources of financial support, education expense
items, items to define dependency status, and the financial condition variables for
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students identified as independent. Over 14,000 students were contacted for data
retrieval.

IIl. Estimation Weights

The production of student-level estimates was accomplished in steps. First,
student-level estimates were obtained by using weights that reflected the probability of
a student’s being selected for the NPSAS sample. Since the student was selected in a
multistage manner, the student weight was the product of the reciprocals ot the
probabilities of selection at each stage. For the student questionnaire, data nonresponse
adjustments were made for both institution nonresponse (that is, refusal to participate in
NPSAS) and student nonresponse.

A ratio adjustment technique was used to adjust for institution nonresponse. The
1986-87 Integrated Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS) file was the source
that was used for the ratio adjustment; for institutions of higher education. For other
postsecondary institutions ones that could not be matched to the IPEDS file, a simple,
nonresponse adjustment factor (the inverse of the weighted-respcnse rate within stratum)
was used.

To account for nonresponse on the student questionnaire, the initial student weight
(the product of the adjusted institution weight and the inverse of the probability of
selection of the student within the institution) was adjusted by the inverse of the weighted
student response rate. These student questionnaire weights were used to produce the
national estimates of the number of students by their characteristics presented in this
report.

Accuracy of estimates

The estimates in this report are subject to both sampling and nonsampling error.
Nonsampling error can be attributed to a number of sources: inability to obtain complete
information about all students in all schools in the sample (such as some students or
schools refused to participate, or students participated but answered only certain items);
ambiguous definitions; differences in interpreting questions; inability or unwillingness to
give correct information; mistakes in recording or coding data; and other errors of
collecting, processing, sampling, and estimating missing data.

Sampling error arises because a sample of individuals was sslected from a

population and was used to make inferences about the population. Estimates derived
from one sample differ from estimates derived from another sample drawn from the same
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population in the same way. These differences result from sampling variability. There are
a number of methods for computing estimates of the sampling variability of the statistics
produced from complex sample designs (that is, multistage, stratified, cluster samples
with varying probabilities of selection) such as that used for NPSAS. For this study,
variance estimates wure produced using a formula which closely approximates the above
design features, but which does not reflect adjustments for nonresponse. (The procedure
used is a SAS procedure, PROC CDCTAB, which is internal to NCES.) When comparing
two estimatas, it has been assumed that the two estimates are independent. Often times
the assumption of independence is appropriate (e.g. in the comparison of the percent of
aid received by undergraduates at public and private institutions). Most of the remaining
times the estimates are positively correlated, resulting in a variance estimate that is
conservatively large. All statements of comparison made in the report have been tested
at the alpha = 0.05 level. When making multiple comparisons arnong three or more
means, the test statistics have been adjusted using the Bonferonni procedure to limit the
probability of making at least one type | error (a flase rejection of the null hypothesis) to
alpha = 0.05 or less. Tables B.2 through B.6 contain standard errors for selected
estimates presented in this report.
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Table B.1--Response rates for student questionnaire mailout based on

student characteristics from the insticutional records data

Response rate

All Students 71.1%
—Iype Control
Doctoral Public 75.5
Doctoral Private, not-for-profit 71.4
&-yeoar Public 74.5
&-year Private, not-for-profit 76.5
2-year Public 65.6
2-year Private, not-for-profit 67.8
2-year Private, for-profit , 70.9
Less than 2-year Public 67.9
Less than 2-year Private, not-for-profit 62.3
Less than 2-year Private, for-profit 60.7
Aldedness Dependency
Alded Dependent 78.9
Alded Independent 70.6
Nonaided 23 or younger 71.4
Nonaided 24 or older 66.4
Race
Black 65.5
White 73.3
Hispanic 65.7
Other 67.4
Unknown 68.°
Sex
Male 71.0
Female 71.4
Unknown 63.7
level
Clock hour 66.0
Undergraduate 7.2
Graduata 73.9
First-professional 70.6
Unclassified 73.0
Attendance Status
Full-time 74.6
Part-time 66.1
Unknown 64.7
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Analytic methodology

All univariate comparisons cited in the text of this report were significant at or
beyond the .05 level as determined by pairwise t-tests for independent samples. The
level of significance used in making comparisons was adjusted for the number of
comparisons made within a "family" of comparisons. Adjustments were made using a
Bonferroni adjustment o preclude the possibility of some comparisons being significant
by chance alone.

All entries in the tat'!es were based on at least 30 unweighted cases. Percentage
distributions developed for this report and total numbers of students by individual
characteristics were based on the number of cases for whom data were available for the
variable(s) of interest.

IV. Veriables Used in the Repont

With few exceptions definitions of the variables used in this report may be found in
the NPSAS codebook documentation. The following represents variable definitions for
those not found in the codebook.

Private aid = sum of oths_aid and emp_aid.

Federal grant aid = sum of {grt_aid and fotypaid.

Federal work aid = sum of fworkaid and fasstaid.

State grant aid = sum of sgrt_aid and sotypaid.

Institution grant aid = sum of igrt_aid and iotypaid.

Institution work aid = sum of iworkaid and iasstaid.

Private grant aid = sum of ogrt_aid, ewaivaid, egrt_aid, and ootypaid.
Grant aid = sum of gran_amt, { -aivaid, and otypeaid .

Work aid = sum of work_aid asst_aid.

Similar variables as those above except for amounts are similarly defined summing over
corresponding amounts. For example:

Private amount of aid = sum of oths_amt and emp_amt.

There are eight classification variables used in this report. Only the attendance status,
academic level, grade point average, and income and ccsts variables are not
documented in the codebook.

Attendance status:
If the record abstract form indicated that the student was a full-time student (R22=1)
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this was accepted. If the record abstract form indicated that the student was a part-
time student then the number of credit hours or contact hours the student took,
adjusted for the credit-hour system the student was under, were used to determine
whether the student was attending half time or more or less than half time. If
responset to the record abstract form attendance status item were missing and/or
data on the number of credit/contact hours were missing but the student received
one of the Federal awards requiring at least half-time attendance status then the
student was assigned a half-time or more attendance status.

Academic level:
The record abstract item, 319, and the student questionnaire item, S3, were used
to producs this variable.

Grade point average:
the variable VSTDR21D was used to producs this variable.

Income and costs:
For income the two variables, dep_inc and ind_inc, were used. For costs the three
variables of tuitfees, std_room and std_misc, were summed to obtain the cost
variable. For student living at home the value of std_room was set to $1,100. The
weighted distribution of family income for dependent ar:d independent students
] were each divided into thirds to obtain the ranges used. The median value of the
weighted distribution of costs was used to divide costs into two ranges. The two
costs ranges and the three income ranges for dependent and independent students
were then used to create the income and cost variables.

Aid amounts and cost amounts for students either not enrolled in the spring or enrolled
in a different institution in the spring were "annualized. That is, they were multiplied by
2 to put then on the same basis as that for students who attended the full year. Average
aid or costs amounts presented in this report therefore represent, within the limitations
cf the data, awards and costs for the academic year.

o
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Selected
student and
institutional
characteristic

Dependent students
Low costs, low income
Low costs, medium income
Low costs, high income
High costs, low income
High costs, medium income
High costs, high income

ndependent students

Low costs, low {ncome
Low costs, medium {ncome
Low costs, high income
High costs, low fncome
High costs, medium income
High costs, high income

Control of institution
Publ ic
Private, not-for-profit
Private, for-profit

Type of institution
Public
4-year doctoral
Other 4-year
2-year
Less than 2-year

Private, not-for-profit
4-year doctorat
Other 4-year
2-year
Less than 2-year

Private, for-profit
2:year or more
Less than 2-year

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Standard errors for percentages

Federal

-—eed N =t - N
N N0
BVERER G

NN a2NN

roomos
S HNS O

Institution Private State

only only only
0.47 0.35 0.18
1.28 0.78 0.35
1.93 0.79 0.53
2.16 1.50 0.93
0.74 0.26 0.40
0.72 0.32 0.35
0.91 0.32 0.56
1.12 0.69 0.62
1.} 1.08 0.74
1.30 2.15 0.82
0.90 0.59 0.46
0.44 0.63 0.23
1.97 1.66 0.8
0.71 0.49 0.26
0.85 0.58 0.44
0.38 0.66 0.1
0.77 0.62 0.37
0.81 0.55 0.42
1.43 1.01 0.49
5.46 1.81 1.59
0.81 0.90 0.35
1.17 0.75 0.72
4.89 1.01 1.51
1.58 1.85 1.8
0.35 0.46 0.18
0.55 0.95 0.16
84
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Table B.2--Standard errors for ajdec undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986 who were awarded aid from a
single source for the 1986-87 scedemic year and average a,- 4, by source and selected student and
institutional charscteristic

Standard errors for average amounts
for full-time undergraduates

Federal Institution Private State
only only onty only
66.4 81.1 177.8 108.7
125.9 378.6 261.4 .-
103.7 87.8 204.7 117.3
69.2 79.4 115.8 271.2
108.5 273.3 -- 208.6
118.0 182.5 356.0 142.5
53.4 136.8 31341 151.9
183.7
146.6 -
200.7 257.8 371.6
209.1 .- -
223.0 .- -
134.0 713.0
56.6 87.9 99.9 108.4
83.3 168.2 254 .9 179.5
92.0 429.9 678.6 -
69.5 158.2 235.3 136.3
52.9 7.3 157.8 232.1
134.1 134.8 116.7 -
256.3 .- .-
130.8 293.8 465.2 310.1
143.7 193.7 638.7 226.5
129.5 229.5 - 405.9
460.2 .- .-
96.2 --
94.5 549.0




Table B.2:-Standard errors for aided undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986 who were awarded aid from a
single source for the 198687 academic year and average award, by source and selected student and
institutional characteristic--Continued

Selected
student and
institutional
characteristic

Attendance status
Full-time
Hatf-time Or more

Less then half-time

Dependency status
Dependent
Independent

Age
23 or younger
2 - 29
30 or older

Academic level
Contact
Freshmen

Sophomores
Juniors
Seniors & S5th yr.

Grade point average
2.3 or less

Wi N
Vowm
-ttt =t
o000
SN
[-X7 B

Race/ethnicity
Americen Indians
Asian Americans

Black, non:Hispanics

Hispanics

white, non-Hispanics

- s
. e

538

P . 17|
.

- - -
.

.76
14

.48
12
.54

.28
.45

o eo~
N8I

cooo
2233

Standard errors for percentages

ooooo
g&ou=

000
N W
IFLR

Stendard errors for average amounts

only only
0.19 86.4
0.55 ..
0.66 .

36 107.3
0.20 56.4
0.48 122.2
0.47 182.2
0.97 199.6
0.36 98.0
0.42 99.8
0.33 93.2
0.28 97.8
0.35 102.4
0.56 97.2
0.31 106.2
0.75 178.6
0.29 76.8
0.21 84.6
3.15 439.5
0.34 231.4
0.27 140.8
0.55 298.3
0.22 55.4

G3s
PRV N

312.8
100.0
156.0
174.6
165.8

183.3
190.4
120.1
189.2

128.
601.

132.
349.
697.

165.
196.

408.

481,
«00.
262,
180.

196.
1.

o

9

& -n N

DO —=O

&~ w

for full-time undergraduates

A3
WV~

110.5
328.1

174.4
140.0
156 .4
€04.7

151.4
207.3
208.6
209.3

136.3
152.6

*- Too few cases for reliable estimates



Table B.3--Standard errors for aided undergraduates enrol'ed in the fall of 1986 who were
awarded one of three multiple-source awards and average aid award, by source of award,
and selected student and institutional characteristic

Selected
student and
institutional
characteristic

Dependent gtudents
Low costs, low income
Low costs, medium income
Low costs, high income
High costs, low income
High costs, medium income
High costs, high income

Independent students
Low costs, low income
Low costs, medium income
Low costs, high income
High costs, low income
High costs, medium income
High costs, high income

Control of institution
Public
Private, not-for-profit
Private, for-profit

Type of institution
Public
4-year doctoral
Otner 4-year
2-year
Less than 2-year

Private, not-for-profit
4-year doctoral
Other 4-year

-yosr

Less than 2-year

Private, for-profit
2-year or more
Less than 2-year

O =t st Ot
« e o o e o

—-— e O - =
« e e e e .

-0
« o e

only

Standard errors for percentages

federal &

Standard errors for average awards

for full-time undergraduates

federal, Ffederal
institution state, and & state
inst. only only
0.33 0.40 69.6
0.81 0.73 138
0.63 0.54 160
0.69 0.38 134
0.67 1.04 131
9.85 1.24 m
0.64 0.58 190
1.24 0.76 178.
1.02 0.73 160
0.79 0.36 251
1.04 1.1 158
1.14 0.97 238
1.24 0.70 399
0.37 0.32 74
0.77 0.81 124
0.44 0.24 230.
0.58 0.60 9.
0.33 0.47 108.
0.76 0.49 118.
1.72 0.48 287.
1.10 0.79 159.
1.20 1.38 168.
2.32 2.3 231.
0.71 1.21 438.
0.67 0.46 284.
0.60 0.25 217.
86

« o o o o o
S NVINNO

owino ounry ~om U~ ®o

N~

only

federal &

federal,
institution state, and
inst. only
168.9 148.3
443 .1 582.9
364.6 356.8
520.0 .-
261.6 245.1
214.0 206.3
220.8 236.7
351.6 --
437.8 719.1
970.4 .
393.8 377.¢
321.1 438.4
T74.2 435.2
136.2 162.3
213.6 134.0
568.2 .-
158.9 131.9
197.9 204.0
370.0 .-
232. 243.1
323. 180.2
577. 593.7
756.4
748.0




Table 8.3--Standard errors for aided undergraduates enrolied in the fall of 1986 who were
swarded one of three multiple-source awards and average aid award, by source of award,
and selected student and institutional characteristic:-Continued

Standard errors for average awards
Selected Standard errors for percenteges for full-time undergraduates
s‘m‘ N ...............................................................
institutional federal  Federal & federal, Federal Federat & Federal,
characteristic L state institution state, and & state institution state, and
only only inst. only only only inst. only

Attendance status

Full-time
Half-time or more
Less than half-time

Dogondmcy'nntus
Inclependent

Age
23 or younger 0.72 0.47 0.55 71.0 164 .0 147.9
26 - 29 .15 181.1 331.3
30 or older M 157.8 536.1

Academic level
Contact
Freshmen
Sophomores
Juniors
Senfors & S5th yr.

69.3
122.1

150.2
256.4

.16 0.61 483.0 848.1 ..
115.7 . 228.7
87.1 204.7 149.9
98.7 232.5

137.4 225.1 258.7

.93 0.6
274 0.5

Grade point average

2.3 or less .94
.25
.07

.85

98.8 294.7 217.14
140.8 . 213.2
118.2 225.3 226.3
188.9 293.3

183.2
170.2

Race/ethnicity
Americen Indians
Asian Americans
Black, non-Nispanics
Hispanics
white, non-Nispanics

-+ Too few cases for reliable estimates
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Table B.4--Standard errors for aided undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986 who were awarded aid for
the 1986-87 academic year and average aid award, by type of award and selected student and
ingtitutional characteristic

............................................................................................................

Standard errors for average awards

Standard errors for percentages for full-time undergraduates
Selected Grants, Grants,
student and loans, Grants loans, Grents
institutional Grants work: & work- Grants work: & work:
characteristics Grants & loans Loans study study Grants & loans Loans  study study
only only only only only only only only only only
Total 0.75 0.68 0.44 0.44 0.23 76.2 76.0 40.7 207.6 165.5
Dependent students
Low costs, low income 2.2 1.15 0.73 0.87 0.76 116.2 125.2 420.8 328.7 362.0
Low costs, medium incone 2.16 1.03 1.37 0.80 0.56 85.0 129.3 9.6 388.3 500.7
Low costs, high income 1.94 0.98 1.78 0.29 0.60 66.0 270.7 58.7 .- 645.0
Nigh costs, (ow income 1.38 1.61 0.49 1.50 0.56 128.4 106.6 180.6 284.8 392.9
Nigh costs, medium income 1.17 1.18 1.08 1.05 0.41 153.5 108.5 87.4 281.3 316.6
High costs, high income 0.89 0.72 1.13 0.72 0.36 133.1 170.0 63.5 239.3 415.1
Independent students
Low costs, low income 2.39 2.09 0.64 0.99 1.18  109.7 157.1 304.6 299.2 407.9
Low costs, medium income 2.31 2.04 0.95 0.70 1.08 139.3  234.1 170.8 520.5 444.6
Low costs, high income 1.88 1.00 1.23 0.15 0.55 210.1 318.6 165.5 .- -
Nigh costs, low income 1.61 1.84 0.54 1.46 0.59 261.4 137.7¥ 371.8 303.2 542.5
Nigh costs, medium income 2.07 2.78 1.45 1.14 0.95 261.3 149.6 194.9 364.4 --
Nigh costs, high income 2.50 2.17 1.89 0.76 0.50 363.1 219.6 127.2 -- ..
Control of institution
Public 1.33 0.82 0.56 0.54 0.31 49.2 64.6 51.2 99.5 149.5
Private, not-for-profit 0.98 0.93 0.60 1.01% 0.41 139.5 132.9 85.2 248.9 431.5
Private, for-profit 1.46 2.49 1.83 0.20 0.09 235.2 81.7 90.5 - -
Type of institution
Public
4-year doctoral 1.01 0.84 0.94 0.79 0.51 80.9 67.6 57.4 1a4.4 300.9
Other 4-year 2.1 1.40 0.98 1.21 0.59 76.7 71.6 53.4  154.6 151.5
2-year 1.80 1.25 0.58 0.44 0.58 97.2 207.2 212.6 268.3 232.7
Less than 2-year 8.63 9.43 3.05 2.09 1.27 237.1  392.2 .- .. --
Private, not-for-profit
4-year doctoral 1.57 1.30 0.72 1.15 0.28 192.8 181.2 102.7 293.6 577.2
Other &-year 1.68 1.28 0.91 1.66 0.75 169.0 174.7 114.4 340.7 688.5
2-year 3.28 1.90 2.29 1.95 0.51 166.3 221.0 93.4 752.8 ..
Less than 2 year 7.85 7.39 3.1 1.58 1.24 - 319.6 196.7
Private, for-profit
2-year or more 1.19 1.42 1.61 0.52 0.18 177.2 136.3 64.0
Less than 2-year 2.28 3.47 2.30 0.13 0.09 338.1 96.7 154.0
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Tabla B.4--Standard arrors for aided undergraduatas enrolled in tha fall of 1986 who wera awarded aid for
the 1986-87 academic ysar and avarage aid award, by type of award and salected student and
E institutional charactaristic--Continued
’ Standard errors for average awards
3 Standard errors for percentages for full-time undergraduates
; e e e eeeeteceatetestenseaamcnena aa ceeeccsececestesettecesecamcctuasannnn
E Selected Grants, Grants,
: student and loans, Grants loans, Grants
X institutional Grants work: & work- Grants work- & work
i characteristics Grants & loans Loans study study Grants & loans Loans study  study
i only only only only only only only only only only
E ...........................................................................................................
] Attendance status
- Full-time 0.85 0.72 0.50 0.56 0.26 76.2 76.0 40.7 215.2 165.5
k Half-time or more 1.80 1.57 0.99 0.39 0.42 .-
E Less than half-time 1.75 0.60 0.81 0.00 0.75 - - .-
3 Depe dency status
1 Deyendent 0.83 0.55 0.52 0.55 0.26 7.6 92.2 3.6 233.2 177.6
3 Independenit 1.19 1.19 0.52 0.43 0.37 131.4 100.5 8.5 221.2 270.1
A A“
23 or younger n.82 0.65 0.45 0.58 0.27 72.3 83.2 46.8 223.1 181.8
26 - 29 1.98 1.67 0.97 0.58 0.65 181.0 110.0 95.1 263.1 476.8
30 or older 1.61 1.50 0.80 0.44 0.39 144.8 167.8 136.9 451.2 536.1
Academic level
Contact 3.67 3.4 1.85 0.63 0.46 320.1 105.4 156.3 -- -
Frechmen 1.49 1.20 0.63 0.53 0.3 83.6 109.7 61.3 221.4 267.0
Sophomores 1.20 0.92 0.60 0.62 0.45 93.1 87.4 90.3 191.5 138.0
Juniors 0.87 0.96 0.82 0.65 0.46 121.8 127.3 98.3 234.3 247.2
Seniors & Sth yr. 0.91 0.86 0.74 0.54 0.47 121.0 115.2 64.6 322.9 345.0
Grade point average
2.3 or less 1.37 1.10 0.88 0.69 0.39 100.6 107.3 107.9 242.5 197.1
2.5 710 2.7 1.15 0.9 0.74 0.68 0.65 127.6 131.0 104.3 297.1 237.0
3.010 3.3 1.10 1.12 0.73 0.57 0.57 105.4 99.0 76.1  277.2 304.0
3.5 10 4.0 1.33 0.93 0.77 0.52 0.42 13u.1 153.8 100.5 318.0 402.4
Sex
Males 1.02 0.72 0.63 0.47 0.25 97.4 96.5 52.3 249.0 240.5
Females 0.85 0.90 0.47 0.50 0.3 73.4 80.6 60.1 201.0 183.2
Race/cthnicity
American Indians 5.64 3.8 2.98 1.28 4.26 425.8 589.2 --
Asian Americans 2.54 2.18 1.18 1.01 1.46  263.0 247.4 237.8 512.2 523.6
Black, non-Hispanics 1.45 1.40 0.44 0.88 0.63 117.9 129.4 120.4 404.4 332.4
Hispanics 2.76 3.17 0.88 0.85 1.23 183.5 177.9 217.9 554.4 392.8
white, non-Hispanics 0.75 0.59 0.55 0.52 0.23 78.0 81.8 41.9 2039 221.4
-- Too few cases for reliable estimates
3
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Teble 8.5:-Standard errors for aided undergraduates enrolled in the fail of 1986 who were awarded
one of nine multiple:-component aid awards for the 198687 academic year and average award,
by award and selected student and institutional characteristic

Selected Pell, OFG, Other GSL, Pell,
student and Insti- GSL State Federal OFG, State
institutional tution Private and pell grant grants  State grant

characteristic GSL grant grant Pell grant (POS) (OFG) grants (GPOS)
Total 0.42 0.45 0.3 0.50 0.31 36 0.24 0.16 0.17
Dependent students
Low costs, low income 0.62 1.09 0.78 0.85 1.10 1.37 0.55 0.35 0.57
Low costs, medium income 1.15 1.70 0.7 0.49 0.43 0.54 0.64 0.54 0.47
Low costs, high income 1.43 1.70 1.44 0.08 0.39 0.00 0.50 0.83 0.00
High costs, low income 0.44 0.62 0.23 1.52 0.76 o.Nn 0.24 0.39 0.49
High costs, medium income 0.96 0.57 0.32 0.38 v.32 0.24 0.31 0.29 0.23
High costs, high income 1.09 0.78 0.34 0.06 0.03 0.00 0.36 0.55 0.04
Independent students
Low costs, low income 0.58 1.V 0.69 1.17 1.93 1.22 0.76 0.53 0.68
Low costs, medium income 0.90 1.30 1.07 0.9 1.38 1.65 0.79 0.73 0.57
Low costs, high income 1.10 1.26 2.14 0.26 0.39 9.1 1.32 0.68 0.1
High costs, Low income 0.52 0.72 0.57 1.53 1.26 0.92 0.29 0.40 0.92
High costs, medium income 1.42 0.38 0.64 2.3 0.92 1.09 0.53 0.21 0.75
High costs, high income 1.63 1.81 1.64 0.51 0.59 0.35 0.86 0.79 0.53
Control of institution
Public 0.53 0.67 0.48 0.34 0.47 0.51 0.38 0.26 0.22
Private, not-for-profit 0.48 .0.62 0.59 0.26 0.12 0.33 0.12 0.44 0.17
Private, for-profit 1.53 0.30 0.64 2.26 0.54 0.65 0.43 0.13 0.45
Type of institution
Puwblic
4-yesr doctoral 0.86 0.62 0.63 0.73 0.49 0.17 0.28 0.29 0.22
Other 4-year 0.83 0.71 0.56 0.44 0.55 1.15 0.38 0.44 0.36
2-year 0.63 1.38 1.02 0.40 1.08 0.97 0.87 0.38 0.47
Less than 2-year 3.27 5.39 1.81 2.97 2.98 0.20 3.64 1.49 0.00
Private, not-for-profit
4+-year doctoral 0.56 0.89 0.92 0.20 0.17 0.48 0.20 0.34 0.16
Other 4-year 0.76 0.86 0.76 0.37 nn 0.47 0.13 0.73 0.26
2-year 1.88 3.15 1.01 1.7% v.97 0.99 0.25 1.51 0.52
Less than 2-year 2.56 1.48 1.85 1.97 0.51 6.15 2.52 1.00 2.54
Private, for-profit
2-year or more 1.52 0.25 0.44 2.5 0.50 1.04 0.32 0.18 1.03
Less than 2-year 2.02 0.45 0.95 2.85 0.81 0.87 0.61 0.15 0.3¢
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Table B.5--Standard errors for aided undergradustes enrolled in the fall of 1986 who were awarded

one of nine multiple-component aid ewards for the 1986-87 academic year and average award,
by awerd and selected student and institutional characteristic--Continued

.............................................................................................................

Other

Selected
student and insti-
fnstitutional
characteristic GSL grant
Attendance status
Full-time 0.44 0.40
Half-time or more 0.97 1.1
Less than helf-time 0.00 1.95
Dependency stetus
Dependent 0.50 0.55
! wdependent 0.52 0.57
Age
23 or younger 0.44 0.51
26 - 29 0.83 1.08
30 or older 0.73 76
Academic level
Contact 1.59 1.22
Freshmen 0.55 0.93
Sophomores 0.60 c.ol
Juniors 0.79 0.79
Seniors & Sth yr. 0.64 0.59

Grade point average

2.3 or less 0.75 0.81
2.5 10 2.7 0.65 0.52
3.0703.3 0.68 0.61
3.5 10 4.0 0.81 1.05
Sex
Moles 0.54 0.69
females 0.47 0.46
Rece/ethnicity
Americen Indians 1.69 5.84
Asisn Americans 1.01 1.43
Black, non-Hispenics 0.45 0.69
Hispanics 0.88 1.19
white, non-Hispanics 0.52 0.57

tution Private

[~ =Nl

R
[+ 3
W

OOOON
R ERER]
&~
&~

OO0 =
« e o e =
o
o

o000
PRI

o
w
W

Pell, OFC.

State

grant

(P0S)

.............................................................................................................

(=N ]
o e

oo0Oo
o« e e

OO0 -
RIS

0OO0O0O0
« e e e

federal

grants
(OFG)

0oO0O0OO

(=N ]

ocooc
.

OO0 -
.

.18
.55

A7
.n

.08
.51
.37

.33

.28
.70
43
.35

.38
.26

State
grants

oo Oo
W
~

[o XNl
1%
N

OO0 O
« e e e
N
o

oo
. .

................................................................................................

-+ Too few cases for reliable estimates

GSL, Pell,
CFG, State
grant
(GPOS)

0.20
n.39
0.00



; Table B.6--Standard errors of average awards for aided undergraduates enrolled in the fall of 1986 who were awarded

E one of nine multiple-component aid swards for the 1986-87 academic year, by award and selected

3 student and institutional characteristic

T LT T LTI LR

3 Selected pPell, OFG, Other GSL, Pell,

student and Insti- GSL State Federal 0FG, State
institutionat tution Private and petlt grant grants State grant
characteristic GSL grant grant Pell grant (POS) (OFG) grants (GPOS)

3 Total 35.0 9.8 127.4 105.6 49.9 89.7 264.3 81.1 120.2

N Deperdlent students

3 Low costs, low income 307.9 276.6 192.5 182.0 71.8 170.7 .- 244 .4

: Low costs, medium income 76.6 88.6 174.8 216.5 .- .- 98.0 -
Low costs, high income 78.5 86.0 100.2 .. .. .- 118.0 ..
High costs, low income 146.8 278.0 -- 140.2 145.5 197.0 164.7 171.9

4 High costs, medium income 769  182.8  300.3  223.0 - > - 15615 25.9

E High costs, high income 32.5 172.5  226.8 . - 703.9 96.0 --

E Independent students

L Low costs, low income 322.8 - - 214.8 97.1 97.6 252.7

F Low costs, medium income 173.7 - .. 198.9 106.7 177.4 .- - --

{ Low costs, high income 184.0 79.3 267.3 .. .. .- 521.6 -

; High costs, low income 296.8 .. . 219.7 156.4 141.0 .- 266.5

3 Nigh costs, medium income 174.8 - .- 165.1 271.8 280.4 56%.6

E High costs, high income 131.4 504.3 - -- .. --

' Control of institution

t Public 40.5 82.0 64.8 94.3 51.0 79.5 224.7 70.8 97.7

i Private, not-for-profit 42.0 170.3 260.1 284 .1 139.0 199.0 664.7 151.0 249.3

: Private, for-profit o 296.9 333.0 103.6 120.2 199.5 531.0 .- 312.0

3

y Type of institution

l Public

1 4-year doctoral 55.4 147.2 167.6 101.9 63.3 171.8 313.4 69.1 204.0

' Other 4-year 40.4 78.5 150.7 166.3 47.7 79.2 395.5 1449 103.3

E 2-year 170.0 106.9 92.0 278.4 84.3 119.8 372.2 .. 159.7

; Less than 2-year .. - -- 241.6 131.7 .- .. --

1

3 Private, not-for-profit

5 4-year doctoral 65.9 8.2 4121 .- -+ 1085.2  304.2 .-
Other 4-year 45.7 171.2 296.8 208.3 268.5 .. 172.9 229.7

: 2 year 118.1 189.8 .- 460.1 238.0 320.4 .-

* Less than 2-year - .. 469.3 - --

, Private, for-profit

. 2-year or more 51.1 .. - 133.1 212.9 155.5 .- 339.6

] Less than 2-year 105.5 345.1 . 129.5 160.5 365.3 557.5 -

E

1
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Teble B.6--Standard errors of everage awards for aided undergraduates enrolled in the fell of 1986 who were awarded
one of nine multiple-component aid awards for the 1986:87 academic year, by award and selected
student and institutional characteristic:-Continued

Selected Pell, OFG, Other GSL, Pell,
student and Insti- GSL State Federal OFG, State
institutional tution Private and Pell grant grants State grent

characteristic GSL grant grant Pell grant (POS) (OFG) grants {GPOS)

Attendence status

Full-time 35.0 99.8 127.4 105.6 49.9 89.7 264.3 8.1 120.2

Haly-time or more .- .. . .- - .- .. .- ..

Less than half-time -- .o .- .o .. .- .- .- ..
Dependency status

Dependent 36.0 97.2 102.7 116.1 60.4 105.0 352.4 80.6 113.4

I ndependent 77.9 162.7 L17.8 127.0 76.4 122.4 373.5 215.8 158.3
Agr

e3 or younger 42.5 104.6 9.0 ¢1.8 55.0 93.3 322.6 83.0 125.9

26 - 29 89.3 281.8 366.8 206.0 121.4 238.8 566.6 9999.0 265.4

30 or older 117.9 136.6 432.9 195.3 102.0 145.7 332.3 210.0 220.8
Academic level

Contact 76.0 219.3 647.3 197.5 161.1 351.4 556.3 9999.0 783.6

Freshmen 57.7 1.2 116.2 187.7 106.9 164.3 499.0 106.4 147.0

Sophomores 7.2 140.5 155.1 158.5 85.5 117.1 528.5 106.7 179.1

Juniors 85.0 204.8 244.9 134.8 113.5 119.7 481.6 121.0 198.3

Seniors & Sth yr. 57.7 177.5 286.9 192.6 80.0 160.9 590.2 85.6 212.5
Grade point average

2.3 or less 7.5 227.5 250.5 173.7 86.6 153.2 285.6 9.7 229.5

2.5 102.7 70.4 203.2 415.5 158.1 113.3 159.3 623.2 120.2 170.4

3.67103.3 62.4 148.3 143.0 187.4 120.5 149.8 372.7 122.0 176.6

3.5704.0 98.8 21.6 170.5 422.1 176.4 212.1 .. 161.0 .-
Sex

Males 36.3 126.6 153.3 11.9 67.5 120.0 330.2 9.7 162.5

Females 59.3 101.4 172.3 129.2 64.3 119.4 304.6 93.2 131.6
Race/ethnicity

American Indians .- -- .- -- .- .. .- .. -.

Asian Americans 235.8 462.6 -- 341.7 .- 189.0 .- .- .-

Black, non-Hispanics 80.4 260.9 431.7 14%4.7 87.8 166.1 4464.7 .- 317.7

hispanics 177.8 316.6 .- 273.3 145.1 206.8 .- .- 365.9

white, non-Hispanics 28.7 99.0 115.3 103.0 56.3 98.7 302.4 75.2 110.2

«+ Joo few cases for reliable estimates

o
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All aid awards by source and type of aid
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Table D.1--The aid awards constructed using the eight component
classification scheme, by component, unweighted
frequency, percent receiving the award, and the
average amount of the award for full-time students

Components

of the aid award

!

e ®
tetebm

m %O
mwxy™moO
>N ]

o™=

Average

avard for

Unweighted |Weighted |Cumulative|full-time
frequencies| percent | percent |students
1976 11.4 11.4 $1,835
2433 10.7 22.1 2,587
1182 7.6 29.7 1,658
1517 5.8 35.5 4,904
701 4.7 40.2 1,554
601 3.6 43.8 3,076
554 3.2 47.0 1,700
421 3.1 50.1 3,090
431 2.4 52.4 995
423 2.0 54.5 5,270
336 2.0 56.4 1,296
521 1.9 58.3 4,165
217 1.4 59.7 4,075
196 1.3 61.0 2,688
308 1.2 62.2 3,608
221 v 63.3 2,679
262 1.1 64.4 3,366
204 1.0 65.4 6,091
209 1.0 66.5 5,258
26€ 1.0 67 .4 4,617
199 0.9 68.3 4,964
299 0.8 69.1 7,069
180 0.8 69.9 5,555
123 0.8 70.7 3,247
200 0.8 71.5 3,255
227 0.7 72.3 6,135
158 0.7 73.0 5,010
128 0.7 73.7 2,922
171 0.7 74.4 3,460
102 0.7 75.1 --
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Table D.1--The aid awards constructed using the eight component
classification scheme, by component, unweighted
frequency, percent receiving the award, and the
average amcunt of the award for full-time students--
Continued

Components

of the aid award

e @

CEELR
[>]
Q M
IR

NN'

114

Average

awvard for

Unweighted Cumulative|full-time
frequencies percent |students
1le 75.8 3,569
233 76.5 7,849
146 77.1 4,204
117 77.7 2,713
154 78.3 6,296
148 0.6 78.9 4,608
142 0.6 79.5 5,122
130 0.6 80.0 3,504
175 0.6 80.6 9,090
126 0.5 81.1 5,596
166 0.5 81.7 6,052
147 0.5 82.2 7,159
126 0.5 82.7 3,737
115 0.5 83.1 6,327
83 0.4 83.6 4,953
114 84.0 4,165
101 84.4 5,234
117 84.8 8,618
76 85.2 2,678
99 85.6 7,799
59 0.4 85.9 3,301
122 0.3 86.3 5,696
55 0.3 86.6 3,972
115 0.3 86.9 7,757
90 0.3 87.2 5,426
101 87.5 6,778
41 &7.8 3,561
46 88.1 5,409
69 88.4 6,840
50 88.7 2,881
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Table D.1--The aid awards constructed using the eight component
classification scheme, by component, unweighted
frequency, percent receiving the award, and the
average amount of the award for full-time students--

Continued
Components
of the aid award
P 0 N Average
G |E |0 |F F award for
s|L|F|s!s |I |s |P |Unweighted {Weighted |Cumulative|full-time
LlLlc |8 |6 |6 |B |6 |frequencies| percent | percent |students
X|x|x X 55 0.3 88.9 6,481
X |x X 47 0.3 89.2 5,336
b 4 X b 4 36 0.2 89.4 3,901
X X 51 0.2 89.6 3,094
X |X 37 0.2 89.8 4,399
b 4 b 4 b 4 52 0.2 90.0 6,977
X|X |Xx X b 4 28 0.2 90.2 (*)
X |x |x b 4 b 4 29 0.2 90.4 (*)
b 4 b 4 b 4 72 0.2 90.6 6,262
X XX |x 66 0.2 90.8 7,300
X |x|x 47 0.2 91.0 6,222
b 4 b 4 38 0.2 91.2 2,403
X |x X |x |Xx 52 0.2 91.3 8,028
X |X X 49 0.2 91.5 5,862
b 4 b 4 b 4 b 4 63 v.2 91.7 9,306
X |x X |X 33 0.2 91.8 6,350
b 4 X |x 35 0.2 92.0 4,066
X b 4 20 0.2 92.1 (*)
X |x|x X X 27 0.1 92.3 (*)
b 4 X X 30 0.1 92.4 3,726
X |x 4 44 0.1 92.6 5,761
X |x b 4 34 0.1 92.7 5,496
X |X b 4 22 0.1 92.8 (*)
X|X|x|X [X |X X 42 0.1 93.0 10,095
X |xix b 4 41 0.1 93.1 7,067
X |Xx b 4 b 4 25 0.1 93.3 (*)
b 4 X |X 38 0.1 93.4 5,187
X|Xx|x|X |X X 28 0.1 93.5 (*)
b 4 b 4 X b 4 23 0.1 93.6 (*)
X |x X |X b 4 23 0.1 93.7 (*)
b 4 b 4 b 4 27 0.1, 93.9 (*)
103
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Table D.1--The aid awards constructed using the eight component
classification scheme, by component, unweighted
frequency, percent receiving the award, and the
average amount of the award for full-time students--
Continued

Components
of the aid award

My @

P 0 N Average
E |0 |F F avard for
L|F (S |S |I|s |P |Unweighted |Weighted |Cumulative|full-time
L |6 |B |6 |6 |B |G |frequencies| percent percent |students
X X 15 0.1 94.0 (*)

X X X 18 0.1 94.1 (*)

X X 40 0.1 94.2 7,732

X |x |x X 34 0.1 94.3 8,691

X ) 4 X 35 0.1 94.4 6,780
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Table D.1--The aid awvards constructed using the eight component
classification scheme, by component, umweighted
frequency, percent receiving the award, and the
average amount of the award for full-time students--

Continued
Components
of the aid award
P o N Average
G |E |0 |F F award for
siLIF|s|S |I|s |P |Umeighted |Weighted |Cuaulative|full-time
L|L |G |B |6 |6 |H |G |frequencies| percent | perceat |students
Xl 20 0.1 96.6 (*)
X X X X 24 0.1 96.6 (*)
X X X X 13 0.1 96.7 (*)
X X X 11 0.1 96.8 (*)
X |X X X X 21 0.1 96.8 (*)
X|1IxXix |Xx X 20 0.1 96.9 (*)
X X 1X 15 0.1 97.0 (*)
X XXX |x 15 0.1 97.0 (*)
X | X 1X X 8 0.1 97.1 (*)
) ¢ 22 0.1 97.2 (*)
11 0.1 97.2 (*)
19 0.1 97.3 (*)
22 0.1 97.3 (*)
13 0.1 97.4 (*)
14 0.1 97.5 (*)
14 0.1 97.5 (*)
10 0.1 97.6 (*)
12 0.1 97.6 (*)
17 0.1 97.7 (*)
14 0.0 97.7 (*)
16 0.0 97.8 (*)
15 0.0 97.8 (*)
11 0.0 97.9 (*)
8 0.0 97.9 (*)
6 0.0 98.0 (*)
8 0.0 98.0 (*)
17 0.0 98.1 (*)
13 0.0 98.1 (*)
16 0.0 98.1 (*)
8 0.0 98.2 (*)
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Table D.1--The aid awards constructed using the eight component
classification scheme, by component, unweighted
frequency, percent receiving the award, and the
average amount of the award for full-time students--

Continued
Component
of the aid awaxd
P 0 N Average
G |E |0 |F F awvard for
S|L|F|S |S |I |S|P |Unweighted |Weighted |Cumulative|full-time
L|L |G |H |G |G |B |G |frequencies| percent | percent |students 1
|
I ix | 11 0.0 98.2 (*) |
X ) 4 X 13 0.0 98.3 (*) J
X X |X ) 4 13 0.0 98.3 (*) |
X X X X 9 0.0 98.4 (*)
X X | X |Xx 12 0.0 98.4 (*) 1
XX ix |x X 13 0.0 98.4 (*)
X X |X 4 0.0 98.5 (*) ]
X |x X X 11 0.0 98.5 (*)
X |x 4 5 0.0 98.6 (*)
X X |x |x X 16 0.0 98.6 (*)
X |x X |Xx 8 0.0 98.6 (*)
X ) 4 X 11 0.0 98.7 (*)
X X |X 10 0.0 98.7 (*)
X |IX X 7 0.0 98.7 (*)
X X X |x|x 6 0.0 98.8 (*)
X X (x X 7 0.0 98.8 (*)
X |x XXX |Xx 11 0.0 98.8 (*)
X X (x |x X 9 0.0 98.9 (*)
X XX |x |x 10 0.0 98.9 (*)
X ) 4 X |x 9 0.0 98.9 (*)
X X |X X 9 0.0 99.0 (*)
X |x X |x |x 7 0.0 99.0 (*)
X X |X |X 3 0.0 99.0 (*)
X X |XIx 7 0.0 99.1 (*)
X XX X 7 0.0 99.1 (*)
X iX |X X 8 0.0 99.1 (*)
X X |Xx 9 0.0 99.1 (*)
X X |X X (X |Xx 7 0.0 99.2 (*)
X |x X 5 0.0 99.2 (*)
X |Xx|x ) 4 X |x 4 0.0 99.2 (*)
2
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Table D.1--The aid awards constructed ucing the eight component
f classification scheme, by component, unweighted
frequency, percent receiving the award, and the
;5 average amount of the award for full-time students--
E Continued
!
F Components
E} of the aid award
| P 0 N Average
‘ G |E |0 |F F eward for
SIiL|F|s|s |I |S |P |Unweighted |Weighted |Cumulative|full-time
L|L |G |R |6 |G |B |G |frequencies| percent | percent |students
X X X |x 2 0.0 99.2 (*)
X Ix X 4 6.0 99.3 (*)
X |X X X [ 0.0 99.3 (*)
X |X X |X X 4 0.0 99.3 (*)
X X {X |X X 6 0.0 99.3 (*)
X |X X X [ 0.0 99.3 '*)
X |X |X |X 6 0.0 99.4 (*)
X X |X X 3 0.0 99.4 (*)
X X (X X 8 0.0 99.4 (*)
X IX X |X |X 6 0.0 99.4 (*)
X X X |X |X 6 0.0 99.4 (*)
X |X X |X |X 6 0.0 99.5 (*)
X X |X X 7 0.0 99.5 (*)
X |X |X X 4 0.0 99.5 (*)
X X X |X |X [ 0.0 99.5 (*)
X XXX (XxXix |x 5 0.0 99.5 (*)
X |X X X |X 5 0.0 99.6 (*)
X X X X 5 0.0 99.6 (*)
X |X |X |X 4 0.0 99.6 (*)
X |X |X X 3 0.0 99.6 (*)
X |X X |X X 5 0.0 99.6 (*)
X |IX X |X |X X 6 0.0 99.6 (*)
X |X X (X 3 0.0 99.6 (*)
X X |X X (X |X 5 0.0 99.7 (*)
X |IX |X X X 4 0.0 99.7 (*)
X |IX |X ¥ |X X |X 3 0.0 99.7 (*)
X X |X X 3 0.0 99.7 (*)
X |X X X |X X 3 0.0 99.7 (*)
X XXX |X|X 3 0.0 99.7 (*)
X X XX |Xx |X 4 0.0 99.7 (*)
107
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Table D.1--The aid avards constructed using the eight component
classification scheme, by component, unveighted
frequency, pe:cent receiving the award, and the
average amount of the award for full-time students--

Continued
Components
of the aid award
} 4 0 N Average
G |E |0 |F F avard for
S|L|F 5 (S |I|S |P |Unweighted Weighted |Cumulative|full-time
L L |G [H |G |G |H |G |frequencies percent | percent |students
X|Ix|x|x|xix|x|x 5 0.0 99.8 (*)
X |X X X 4 0.0 99.8 (*)
X ) 4 X |x 3 0.0 99.8 (*)
XX |xix|xi|xix 4 0.0 99.8 (*)
X X X |X 2 0.0 99.8 (*)
X |X |x X (X |x 2 0.0 99.8 (*)
X ) 4 X (x 3 0.0 99.8 (*)
X |x X 3 0.0 99.8 (*)
X (X X X |Xx 2 0.0 99.8 (*)
X ) 4 X X |x 3 0.0 99.8 (*)
X Ix |x X ix 2 0.0 99.9 (*)
X X ix|x X |x 3 0.0 99.9 (*)
X 'Y X X |X |IX (X 2 0.0 99.9 (*)
X X X X |x 2 0.0 99.9 (*)
X X X |IX |x 2 0.0 99.9 (*)
) 4 b 8 I X |x 2 0.0 99.9 (*)
X |x X ix 1 0.0 99.9 (*)
XX |x |x X |x|x 2 0.0 99.9 (%)
X |X X |x 1 c.0 99.9 (*)
X X |x 1 0.0 99.9 (*)
XX |x |x |x 1 0.0 99.9 (*)
X ix ) 4 X X 1 0.0 99.9 (*)
X[ |x|x|x|x 2 0.0 99.9 (*)
XX |x |x X |x 1 0.0 99.9 (*)
X ) 4 X |x 1 0.0 99.9 (*)
X X |x 2 0.0 100.0 (*)
X |x X X |x 1 0.0 100.0 (*)
X (X |x X 1x 1 0.0 106.0 (*)
X (X |x X |x 1 0.0 100.0 (*)
X X XXX |x|x 2 0.0 100.0 (*)
108
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Table D.1--The aid awards constructed using the eight component
rlassificatior. scheme, by component, unweighted
frequency, percent receiving the award, and the
average amount of the award for full-time students--

;
3
3
]
F;
b
F Continued
'f
3 Components
E of the aid awari
Ej« P 0 1 Average
: G |E |0 |F F avard for
E SI|ILI|F|S|S |I |S |P |Unweighted |Weighted |Cumulative|full-time
a L|L |G |H |G |G |H |G |frequencies| percent | percent |students
E’ X|x x[x| x| 1 0.0 100.0 (*)
X |X X |X 1 0.0 100.0 (*)
X |IX X 2 0.0 100.0 (*)
X |X X X |X X 1 0.0 100.0 (*)
X XX | X |X 1 0.0 100.0 (*)
] X |X X |X (X 1 0.0 100.0 (*)
X X |X X |X 1 0.0 100.0 (*)
X |X |X |X X |X 1 0.C 100.0 (*)
i X|X |X X |X |X 1 0.0 100.0 (*)
i X X |X X {X 1 0.0 100.0 (*)

* Sample size too small for reliable estimates.

-~ This award was received by students who reported that they
received aid but did not report the source or type of aid and
students who received non-grant aid from a private source.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for
Education Statistics, The 1987 Nutional Postgecondary
Student Ald Study.

#U.S. COVARNMENT PRINTING OFCE: 1997, 262, 91927998
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Appendix 16

R A

END
U.S. Dept. of Education
Office of Education

Research and
Improvement (OERI).

i b At A

(ai

ERIC

:
E ) Date Filmed
1

March 29, 1991




